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When Mr. Lecky had finisned ms last worK,** T&a ijeMees 
of Public Opinion in Ireland,’ he did not intend to 'write 
another long book. His health was broken ; he had said 
most of what he 'wished to say. But he proposed collect* 
ing in a volume a few Essays which he had written 
at different times. As concentration was to him one of 
the first conditions of good work, he did not often allow 
his attention to be diverted from the book he was 
writing by giving addresses or contributing articles to 
reviews or magazines, unless he had some special reason 
for doing so. The number is, therefore, small. He began 
revising them ; and made some additions to ' Thoughts on 
History,’ ‘The Empire,’ ‘The Memoir of the Fifteenth 
Earl of Derby,’ ‘ Queen Victoria as a Moral Force ’ ; but 
he unfortunately did not live to complete the revision 
of the others. 

In publishing this volume I have endeavoured to carry 
out his intentions. Besides the Essays which he had 
revised, I have included all that seemed to me to possess 
a permanent value. Even though some of them deal with 
^ueiftions of the day, the philosophic spirit in which they 
are treated may give them more than a transitory interest 
and the forcible arguments that are adduced may still have 
weight in the future. 


ELISABETH LECKY. 
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HISTOMCAL AraTMirfCit E^AYS 


THOUGHTS ON HISTORY 

I DO not propose in this paper to enter into any general 
inquiry about the best method of writing history. Such 
inquiries appear to me to be Of no real value, for there are 
many dififerent kinds of history which should be written 
in many different ways. A diplomatic, a military, or a 
parliamentary history, dealing with a short period or 
a particular episode, must evidently be treated in a very 
different spirit from an extended history where the object 
of the historian should be to describe the various aspects 
of the national life, and to trace through long periods of 
time the ultimate causes of national progress and decay. 

, The history of religion, of art, of literature, of social and 
industrial development, of scientidc progress, have all 
their different methods. A writer who treats of some 
great revolution that has transformed human affairs 
should deal largely in retrospect, for the most important 
part of his task is to explain the long course of events 
prepared and produced the catastrophe ; while a 
writer who treats of more normal times will do well 
to plunge rapidly into his theme. 

••Historians, too, differ widely in their special talents, 
and these talents are never altogether combined. The 
power of vividly realising and portraying men, or societies 
or modes of thought that have long since passed away ; 
the power of arranging and combining great multitudes 
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“of various facts ; the ppwer of judging with discrimination, 
accuracy, and impartiality conflicting arguments or 
evidence ; the power of tracing through the long course 
of events the true chain of cause and effect, selecting the 
facts that are most valuable and significant and explaining 
the relation between general causes and particular effects, 
are all very different and belong to different types of mind. 
It is idle to expect a writer with the gifts of a Clarendon, 
a Kinglake, or a Fronde to write history in the spirit of 
a Hallam or a Grote. Writers who are eminently dis- 
tinguished for wide, patient, and accurate research have 
sometimes little power either of describing or interpreting 
the facts which they collect. All that can be said with 
any profit is that each writer will do best if he follows 
the natural bent of his genius, and that he should select 
those kinds or periods of history in which his special gifts 
have mo.st scope and the qualities in which he is deficient 
are least needed. 

It is the fashion of a modern school of historical 
writers to deplore what tliey call the intrusion of literature 
into history. History, in their judgment, ’should be 
treated as science and not as literature, and the kind of 
intellect they most value is not unlike that of a skilful 
and well-trained attorney. To collect documents with 
industry ; to compare, classify, interpret and estimate 
them is the main work of the historian. It is no doubt 
true that there are some fields of history where the 
primary facts are so little known, so much contested or so 
largely derived from recondite manuscript sources, thii/.? 
faithful historian will bo obliged in justice to his readers 
to sacrifice both proportion and artistic charm to the 
supreme importance of analysing evidence, reproduciRg 
documents and accumulating proofs ; but in general the 
depreciation of the literary element in history seems to 
me essentially wrong. It is only necessary to recall the 
names of Herodotus and Thucydides, of Livy and Tacitus, 
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of Gibbon and Macanlay, and of the long line of great ‘ 
masters of style who have related the ahnals of France. 
It may, indeed, be confidently asserted that there is no 
subject in which rarer literary qualities are more demanded 
than in the higher forms of history. The art of portray- 
ing characters ; of describing events ; of compressing, 
arranging, and selecting great masses of heterogeneous 
facts, of conducting many different chains of narrative 
without confusion or obscurity ; of preserving in a vast 
and complicated subject the true proportion and relief, 
will tax the highest literary skill, and no one who does 
not possess some, at least, of these gifts in an unusual 
measure is likely to attain a permanent place among the 
great masters of history. It is a misfortune when some 
stirring and momentous period falls into the hands of the 
mete compiler, for he occupies the ground and a really 
great writer will hesitate to appropriate and plagiarise the 
materials his predecessor has collected. There are books 
of great research and erudition which one would have 
wished to have been all re-written by some writer of real 
genius who could have given order, meaning and vivid- 
ness to a mere chaos of accurate and laboriously sifted 
learning. The great prominence which it is now the 
fashion to ascribe to the study of diplomatic documents, 
is very apt to destroy the true value and perspective of 
history. It is always the temptation of those who are 
dealing with manuscript materials to overrate the small 
personal details which they bring to light, and to give 
tiCi'em much more than their due space in their narrative. 
This tendency the new school powerfully encourages. 
It is quite right that the treasure-houses of diplomatic 
oerrespondence which have of late years been throwm 
open should be explored and sifted, but history wrritten 
chiefly from these materials, though it has its own 
importance, is not likely to be distinguished either by 
artistic form or by philosophical value. Those who are 
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' immersed in these studies arc very apt to overrate their 
importance and ’the part which diplomacy and states- 
manship have borne in the great movement of human 
affairs. 

A true and comprehensive history should be the life 
of a nation. It should describe it in its larger and more 
various aspects. It should be a study of causes and effects, 
of distant as well as proximate causes, and of the large, slow 
and permanent evolution of things. It should include, as 
Buckle and Macaulay saw, the social, the'industrial, the 
intellectual life of the nation as well as mere political 
changes, and it should be pre-eminently marked by a true 
perspective dealing with subjects at a leng|th proportioned 
to their real importance. All this requires a powerful 
and original intellect quite different from that of a mere 
compiler. It requires too, in a high degree, the kind of 
imagination which enables a man to reproduce not only 
the acts but the feelings, the ideals, the mo<los of thought 
and life of a distant past, and pierce through the actions 
and professions of lucn to their real characters. Insight 
into character is one of the first requisites of Sr historian. 
It is, therefore, much to be desired that he should possess 
a wide knowledge of the world, the knowledge of different 
types of character, foreign as well as English, which 
travel and society and practical experience of business 
can give, and it will also lie of no small advantage to him 
if he lias passed through more than one intellectual or 
religious phase, widening the area of his appreciation and 
realisations. lie should also have enough of the dramalk., 
element to enable him to throw himself into ways of 
reasoning or feeling very different from his own. One of 
the most valuable of all forms of historical imaginationais 
that which enables a writer to place himself in the point 
of view of the best men on different sides, and to bring 
out the full sense of opposing arguments. Ail these 
gifts or qualities are never in a high degree united, but 
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they are all essential to a great 'historian, and a true 
school of history should widen instead of narrowing our 
conception of it. 

The snprerae virtue of the historian is truthfulness, 
and it may be violated in many different degrees. The 
worst form is when a writer deliberately falsifies facts 
or deliberately excludes from his picture qualifying 
circumstances. But there are other and much more 
subtle ways in which party spirit continually and often 
quite unconsciously distorts history. All history is 
necessarily a selection of facts, and a writer who is 
animated by a strong sympathy with one side of a 
question or a strong di^ire to prove some special point 
will be much tempted in his selection to give an undue 
prominence to those that support his view, or, even 
where neither facts nor arguments are suppressed, to give 
a party character to his work by an unfair distribution 
of lights and shades. The strong and vivid epithets are 
chie% reserved for the good or bad deeds on one side, 
the vague^ general and comparatively colourless epithets 
for the corresponding deeds on the other side ; and in 
this way very similar facts are brought before the reader 
with such different degrees of illumination and relief that 
they make a wholly different impression on his mind. In 
the history of Macaulay this defect may, I think, be 
especially traced. The characteristic defect of that great 
and in most respects admirable writer, both as historian 
and artist, was the singular absence of graduation in his 
ifiind. The neutral tints which are essential to the 
accurate shading of character seemed almost wanting, 
and a love of strong contrasted lights and shades, coupled 
with his supreme command of powerful epithets, con- 
tinually misled him. But no attentive reader can fail to 
observe how unequally those epithets are distributed and 
how clearly this inequality discloses the strong bias under 
which he wrote. 



6 


HISTORICAL AND POLlTIOAli ESSAYS 


The trutii of an historical picture lii'S mainly in its 
judicious and accurate shading, and it is this art which 
the historian should especially cultivate. He will 
scarcely do so with success unless it becomes to him 
not merely a matter of duty, but also a pleasure and 
a pride. The kind of interest which he takes in his 
narrative should be much less that of a politician and 
an advocate than of a painter, who, now darkening and 
now lightening the picture, seeks by many delicate touches 
to catch with exact fidelity the tone and hue of the object 
he represents. 

The degree of certainty that it is possible to attain in 
history varies greatly in different departments. The 
growth of institutions and laws, military events, changes 
in manners and in creeds, can be described with much 
confidence, and although it is more difficult to depict the 
inner moral life of nations, the influences that form their 
characters and prepare them for greatness or decay, yet 
when the matenals for our induction are sufficiently large 
this field of history may be studied with g^eat profit. 
Diplomatic history and the more secret springs of political 
history can only be fully disclosed when the archives 
relating to them have been explored and when the con- - 
fidential correspondence of the chief actors in them has 
been published. The biographical element in history is 
always the most uncertain. Even among contemporaries 
the judgment of character and motives depends largely 
on indications so slight and subtle that they rarely pass 
into books and are only folly felt by direct personal cdlh*^ 
tact, and the smallest knowledge of life shows how quickly 
anecdotes and sayings are distorted, coloured, and mis- 
placed when they pass from lip to lip. Most of the ‘good 
sayings ’ of history are invention, and most of them have 
been attributed to different persons. A history which is 
plainly written under the influence of party bias has the 
value of an advocate’s speech giving one side of the 
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question. When our only material^ fox the knowledge of ' 
a period are derived from such histories, the saying of 
Voltaire should be remembered — that we can confidently 
believe only the evil which a party writer tells of his own 
side and the good which he recognises in his opponents. 
In judging the historian we must consider his nearness to 
the events he relates, his probable means of information, 
and the internal evidence in his narrative of accilracy, 
honesty, and judgment, and we must also consider the 
standard of proof and the methods of historical writing 
prevailing in his time. A modem writer who placed in 
the mouths of his personages speeches which he himself 
invented would be justly discredited, but in antiquity it 
vvas a recognised custom for a historian to embody m ficti- 
tious speeches the reflections suggested by his narrative 
and the motives which he believed to have actuated his 
heroes. 

Different ages differ enormously in the severity of 
proof which they exact, in the degree of accuracy which 
they attain. The credibility of a statement also depends 
not only 6n the amount of its evidence, but also on its 
own inherent probability. Everyone will feel that an 
amount of testimony that would be quite sufficient to 
persuade him that a butcher’s boy had been seen driving 
along a highway is wholly different from that which 
would be required to persuade him that a ghost had been 
met there. The same rule applies to the history of the 
past, and it is complicated by the great difference in 
afferent ages of the measure of probability, or, in other 
words, by the strong predisposition in certain stages of 
knowledge to accept statements or explanations of facts 
.jvhich in later stages we know to be incredible or in a 
high degree improbable. Few subjects in history are 
more difficult than the laws of evidence in dealing with 
the supernatural and the extent to which the authority 
of historians in relating credible and probable facts is 
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* invalidated by the prqjsence of a mythical element in their 
narratives. 

Connected with this subject is also the question how 
far it is possible by merely internal evidence to decompose 
an ancient document, resolving it into its separate elements, 
distinguishing its different dates and its different degrees 
of credibility. The reader is no doubt aware with what 
a rare skill this method of inquiry has been pursued in 
the present century, chiefly by great German and Dutch 
scholars, in dealing with the early Jewish writings. At 
the same time, without disputing the value of their work 
or the importance of many of the results at which they 
have arrived, I may be pardoned for expressing my belief 
that this kind of investigation is often pursued with an 
exaggerated confidence. Plausible conjecture is too fre- 
quently mistaken for positive proof. Undue significance 
is attached to what may be mere casual coincidences, and 
a minuteness of accuracy is professed in discriminating 
between the different elements in a narrative which 
cannot bo attained by mere internal evidence. In all 
writings, but especially in the writings of an hge when 
criticism was unknown, there will be repetitions, con- 
tradictions, inconsistencies and diversities of style which 
do not necessarily indicate different authorship or dates. 

I have spoken of the uncertainty of the biographical 
element in history. It must, however, be said that when 
a historian is deah'ng with men who have played a very 
prominent part on the stage of life, the general acceptance 
of his judgment is a strong corroboration of its truth.** 
It may be added that the later judgment of men is not 
unfrequently more true than the contemporary judgment. 
The wisdom of a teaching or of a policy is shown by it^. 
results, and these results arc in most cases very gradually 
disclosed. Great men are like great mountains which are 
surrounded by lower peaks that often obscure their 
grandeur and seem to a near observer to equal or even 
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to overtop them. It is only when seen from far off that 
their true dimensions are folly realised and they soar to 
heaven above all rivals. In the page of history men are 
judged mainly by the net result of their lives, by the 
broad lines of their characters and achievements. Many 
injudicious words, many minor weaknesses of conduct, are 
forgotten. Faults of manner, deficiencies of tact, awk- 
wardnesses of appearance, which toll so largely upon the 
judgments of contemporaries, are no longer seen. The 
conversational nimbleness and versatility of intellect, the 
charm or assurance or magnetism of manner, the weight 
of social position, ail of which tend to secure to an 
inferior man a pre-eminence in the circle in which he 
lupves, are equally evanescent, and the shy, rugged, and 
tactless recluse often emerges on the strength of his 
genuine and abiding performances to a position in the 
eyes of the world which he never attained during his 
lifetime. 

That fine saying of Cardan, * Tempus mea possessio, 
tempus ager mens,’ might be the motto of the historian. 
Time is the field which he cultivates, and a true sense of 
space and distance should be one of the chief character- 
iyjtics of his work. Few things are more difficult to 
attain than a just perspective in history. The most 
dramatic incidents are not the most important, and in 
weighing the joys and sorrows of the past our measures 
of judgment are almost hopelessly false. The most 
humane man cannot emancipate himself from the law of 
his nature, according to which he is more affected by 
some tragic circumstance which has taken place in his 
own house or in his own street than by a catastrophe which 
has carried anguish and desolation over enormous areas in 
a distant continent. In history, too, there are vast tracts 
which are almost necessarily unrealised. We judge a 
period mainly by its great men, by its brilliant or salient 
incidents, by the fortunes of a small class ; and the great 
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mass of obscure, suffering, inarticulate humanity, whose 
happiness is otten so profoundly affected by political and 
military events, almost escapes our notice. It should 
be the object of history to bring before us past events in 
their true proportion and significance, and one of the 
gjreatest improvements in modern history is the increased 
attention which is paid to the social, industrial, and moral 
history of the poor. The paucity of our information and 
the difficulty of realising the conditions of obscure multi- 
tudes will always make this branch of history very im- 
perfect, but it is one of the most essential to the just 
judgment of the past. 

Another task which lies before the historian is that of 
distinguishing proximate from ultimate causes. Our first 
natural impulse is to attribute a great change to the men 
who effected it and to the period in which it took place, 
and to neglect or underrate the long train of causes which 
had been, often through many goncirations, preparing its 
advent. A faithful historian must especially guard against 
this error. He must study the slow procesa of growth as 
well as the moment of efflorescence, the long progress of 
decay as well as the final catastrophe. He wull probably 
find that the part played by statesmen and legislatures h * 
less than he had imagined, and that the causes of the 
movements he relates must be sought over a wider area 
and through a longer period. 

Moral, intellectual, or economical movements very 
slightly connected with political life are often those 
which have most largely contributed to the good or evil 
fortunes of a nation ; and even in the sphere of politics it 
is not the events which attract the roost vivid con- 
temporary interest that have the most enduring infliience.* 
Few things contribute so much to the formation of the 
social type as the laws regulating the succession of 
property and especially the agglomeration or division of 
landed property. The growth of militarism in a nation, 
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besides its direct and obvious consequences, iorms a 
of character which will sooner or later show itself in 
almost every department of legislation, and the tendency 
of politics to enlarge or narrow the sphere of individual 
liberty or of government control, will affect most deeply 
the habits of the people. Laws regulating private enter- 
prises, substituting State control or initiative for individual 
action, encouraging or discouraging thrift, and above all 
interfering with free contracts, have much more than 
an immediate influence, for they become the prolific 
parents of many further extensions. In the words of an 
excellent observer, it will be found ‘ that our legislative 
interference is but the first link of a long chain of re- 
petitions, every subsequent interference being naturally 
produced by the effects of the preceding.’ It is by 
studying such tendencies through long periods of time 
that their good or evil influences may be best discovered, 
and this should be one of the great tasks of the historian. 

But, however large a part may be given to the im- 
personal influences in history, he will still be largely 
concerned wi^ the record of individual achievements, and 
the great men of the past will form the most conspicuous 
landmarks of his narrative. 1 have often thought, how- 
ever, that nations are judged too much by the great men 
they have produced and not sufficiently by the way in 
which they have discriminated among them and appre- 
ciated them. Genius is like the wind that bloweth where 
it listeth, and it often appears in strangely uncongenial 
quarters. The true nobility of a nation is shown by the 
men they choose, by the men they follow, by the men 
they admire, by the ideals of character and conduct they 
plaee before them. Tried by such tests, there is often 
much that is profoundly saddening in the history of 
countries that have been far from poor in the number of 
their great men. 

In the judgment of historical characters there are two 
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cautions on which it may not be useless to dwell. There 
is a large class of public men who shc^w little cajiacity in 
dealing with or directing the present conditions of their 
time, but who Bee clearly the bourne to which o.xisting 
forces or tendencies are moving and who, judged by their 
distant forecasts, will appear much wiser than their 
contemporaries. It is the natural bia.s of the historian 
to place them perhaps higher than they deserve. This 
power of just speculative foresight is no very rare gift, 
and in public affairs it is often as much a hindrance as a 
help. Forms of government and other great religious or 
political institutions, like the products of nature, have 
their times of immaturity, of growth, of ripeness and of 
decay, and it by no means follows because they at last 
become indefensible, that they have not during many 
generations discharged useful functions and that those 
who first assailed and condemned them are deserving of 
praise. Not unfrequently, indeed, a public man must 
take his choice whether by fully identifying himself with 
the existing conditions around him and epjploying them 
to the best advantages he will lead a useful and practical 
life, or whether as an advanced thinker he will associate 
himself with the cause that is one day to conquer, place 
himself in the van of progress and at the sacrifice of 
much present influence deserve the credit of foresight. 

Historians will probably always judge men and policies 
by their net results, by their final consequences, and 
this judgment is on the whole the most sure that we 
can attain. It is not, however, altogether infallible. 
Apart from the question of the moral character of the 
methods employed which a good historian should never 
omit from his consideration, success is not always a' 
decisive proof of sagacity. Chance and the unexpected 
play a great part in human affairs, and a judgment 
founded on a perfectly just estimate of probabilities will 
often prove wrong. The resqlt which was the least 
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probable will come true, some wholly unforeseen and un- 
foreseeable occurrence will scatter dangers that were very 
real and give a new complexion to events. The rise of 
some pre-eminently great or of some pre-eminently mis- 
chievous personage among the guiding influences of a 
nation will derange the most sagacious calculations, and 
the reckless gambler or the obtuse obstructionist may 
prove more right than the most cautious, the most skilful, 
the most farseeing statesman. 

A fatal and very common error is that of judging the 
actions of the past by the moral standard of our own age. 
This is especially the error of novices in history and of 
those who without any wide and general culture devote 
themselves exclusively to a single period. While the 
primary and essential elements of right and wrong remain 
unchanged, nothing is more certain than that the 
standard or ideal of duty is continually altering. A very 
humane man in another age may have done things which 
would now be regarded as atrociously barbarous. A very 
virtuous man may have done things which would now 
indicate extrSne profligacy. We seldom indeed make 
sufficient allowance for the degree in which the judg- 
ments and dispositions of even the best man are colour^ 
by the moral tone of the time or society in which they 
live. And what is true of individuals is equally true of 
nations. In order to judge equitably the legislation of 
any people, we must always consider corresponding con- 
temporary legislations and ideas. When this is neglected 
our judgments of the past become wholly false. How 
often, for example, has such a subject as the history of 
the penal laws against Irish Catholics been treated with- 
out .the smallest reference to the contempor^ laws 
against Protestamts that existed in every Catholic nation 
and the contemporary laws against Catholics that existed 
in almost every Protestant country in Europe. How 
often have the English commercial restrictions on the 
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Americau colonies* been treated as if they were instances 
of extreme and exceptional tyranny, while a more ex- 
tended knowledge would show that they were simply the 
expression of ideas of commercial policy and about the 
relation of dependencies to the mother-country which 
then almost miiversally prevailed. 

It is not merely the moral standard that changes. A 
corresponding change takes place in the moral type, or. 
in other words, in the class of virtues which is especially 
cultivated and especially valued. To know an a^e aright 
we should above all things seek to understand its ideal, 
the direction in which the stream of its self-sacrifice and 
moral energy naturally flowed. Pew things in history 
are more interesting and more valuable than a study of the 
causes that produced and modified these successive ideals. 
Thus in the moral type of pagan antiquity the civic 
virtues occupied incomparably the foremost place. The 
idea of a supremely good man was essentially that of 
a man of action, of a man whose whole life was devoted to 
the service of his country. The life and death of Cato were 
for generations the favourite model. He* was deemed, 
in the words of an old Latin historian, to be of all men 
the one ‘ most like to virtue.’ This pattern retained its 
force till the softening influence of the Greek spirit, per- 
meating Homan life, made the stoical ideal seem too hard 
and unsympathising; till the corruption and despotism 
of the Empire had withdrawn the best men from political 
life and attached a certain taint or stigma to public 
employment ; till new religions arose in the East, 
bringing with them new ideals to govern the world. 
Gradually we may trace the contemplative virtues rising 
to the foremost place until, about the fifth centurjs the 
ideal had totally changed. The heroic type was replaced 
by the saintly type. The supremely good man was now 
the ascetic. The first condition of sanctity was a complete 
abandonment of secular duties and cares and a complete 
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subjugation of the body. A vast literature of legends 
arose reflecting and glorifying the prevailiflg ideal and 
holding up the hermit life as the supreme pattern of 
perfection, and this literature occupies a place in 
medisBvalism very similar to that held by the ‘Lives’ 
of Plutarch in antiquity. 

Ancient art was essentially the glorification of the 
body, a representation of the full strength and beauty 
of developed manhood. The saint of the mediaeval 
mosaic represents the body in its extreme maceration 
and humiliation. The rhetorician, Dio Chrysostom, in 
a somewhat whimsical passage, which was suggested by 
a remark of Plato, found a special moral significance in 
the fact that Homer, though he places his heroes on 
the banks of what he calls ‘ the fishy Hellespont,’ never 
makes them eat fish, but always flesh and the flesh of 
oxen, for this, as he says, is ‘ strength-producing food ’ 
and is therefore suited for the formation of heroes and the 
proper diet for men of virtue. Compare this judgment 
with the protracted, and indeed incredible, fasts which 
the monkish A^riters delighted in attributing to the saints 
of the desert, and we have a vivid picture of the change 
that had passed over the ideal. 

But as time moved on the ascetic ideal gradually 
declined and was replaced by the very different ideal of 
chivalry. It consisted chiefly of three new elements. 
The first element was a spirit of gallantry which gave 
women a wholly new place in the imaginations of men. 
It was in part a reaction against the extreme austerity of 
the saints, and this reaction was much intensified after the 
cessation of the panic which had risen at the close of 
the biRth century about the approaching end of the world. 
It was in part produced by the softer and more epicurean 
civilisation which grew up in the country bordering on 
the Pyrenees. It was especially represented in the 
romances and poems of the Troubadours, and the new 
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tendency even received some assistance fconoi the Chnrch 
when the Council of Clermont^ which originated the 
Crusades, imposed on the knight the religious obligation 
of defending all widows and orphans. 

The second element was an increased reverence for 
secular rank, which grew out of the feudal system, when 
a great hereditary aristocracy arose and all Kuroman 
society was moulded into a compact hierarchy, of which 
the st'rf was the basis and the era^ror the apex. The 
principle of subordination and obedience ran through the 
whole edifice, and a resiiect for rank was universally 
diffused. Men came to associate their ideal of greatness 
with regal or noble authority, and they were therefore 
prepared to idealise any great sovereign who might arise. 
Such a sovereign appeartnl in (Umrleinagne, who exerciseil 
upon Christendom a fascination not less powerful than 
that which Alexander ha<l once exercised upon Greece, 
and he accordingly soon became the c(>ntre of a whole 
literature of romance. 

The third element was the fusion of religions enthu- 
siasm with the military spirit, ('diristiantty in its first 
phases was utterly opposttd to the military spirit ; but 
this opposition was naturally mitigated when the Church 
triumph(!d under Constantine and hcicarac associated with 
governments and armit^s. The hostility was still further 
qualified whfui many tribes of warlike barbarians embraced 
the faith, and the military obligation which was an 
essential element of feudalism acted in the same direction. 
But, ab<.>vc all, the rise and conquests of Moham- 
medanism awoke the military energies of Christendom 
and deti^rmined the direction it should take. In the 
Crusades the two great streams of military enthmuasm 
and of religions enthusiasm met, and the result was the 
formation of a new ideal which for a long period mainly 
governed the imagination of Christendom. 

It for a time absorbed, eclipsed, and transformed all 
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poreljir national ideala No poet was ever more intensely 
English in his character and sympathies 'than Chancer, 
and he wrote when the dazzling glories of Crdcy and 
Poitiers were still very recent. Yet it is not on th^ 
fields, but in the long wars with the Moslems, that bis 
pattern knight had won his renown. The military 
expeditions of Charlemagne were directed almost ex- 
clusively against the Saxons and against Slavonic tribes. 
With the Spanish Mohammedans he came bnt very slightly 
in contact. He made in (lerson hnt one expedition against 
them, and that expedition was both insignificant and un- 
successful. But in the Karlovingian romances, which 
were written when the crusading enthusiasm was at its 
height, the figure of the great emperor underwent a strange 
and most significant transformation. The German wars 
were scarcely noticed. Charlemagne is surrounded with 
the special glory that ought to have belonged to Charles 
Martel. He is represented as having passed his entire life 
in a victorious struggle with the Mohammedans of Europe, 
and is even gravely credited with a triumphant expedition 
to Jerusalem*! The three romances of the Crusades which 
are Ijelieved to be the oldest were all written by monks, 
,and they all make Charlemagne their hero. Even geo- 
graphy W8ia transformed by the new enthusiasm, and old 
maps sometimes represent Jerusalem as the centre of the 
world. 

In few periods has there lieen so great a difference 
between the ideals created by the popular imagination 
and the realities that are recognised by history. Few 
wars have been accompanied by more cnielty, more out- 
ride, and more licentiousness than the Crusades or have 
brought a blacker cloud of disasters in their train. Yet 
the idea that inspired them was a lofty one, and they 
were so speedily transfigured by the imaginatious of 
men that in combination with the other influences I have 
mentioned they created an ideal which is one of the most 

0 
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beaatifnl in the history of the world. We may trace it 
clearly iu the‘romances of Arthur and Charlemagne and 
of the ‘ did ; ’ in the ‘ Bed-Cross Knight * of Tasso and 
Spenser ; in thie old badlads which paint so vividly the hero 
of chival^, ever ready to draw hb sword for his faith and 
his lady-love and in tbd cause of the feeble and the 
opprwra. The glorification of military courage and self- 
sacuifice which hM been so prominent in antiquity was 
a^n in the ascendant, but it was combined with a new 
kind of honour and with a new vein of courtesy, modesty, 
and gentleness. When we apply the epithet * ohivalroos ' 
to amodera gentleman, this is no unmeaning term. There 
is even now an element in that character which may 
be distinctly traced to the ideal of chivalry which the 
Crusades made dominant in Europe. 

1 do not propose to follow the history of other ideals 
that have in torn prevailed. What I have written will, 
I trust, be sufficient to illustrate a kind of history which 
appears to me to possess much interest and value. It will 
show, too, that a faithful historian is very largely concerned 
with the fictions a.s well as with the facts of the past. 
Legends which have no firm historical basis are often of 
the highest historical value as reflecting the moral senti-.' 
ments of their time. Nor do they merely reflect them. 
In some periods they contribute perhaps more than any 
other influence to mould and colour them and to give them 
an endoring strength. The facts of history have been 
largely governed by its fictions. Great events often ac- 
quire their full power over the human mind only when 
they have passed through the transfiguring medium of 
the imagination, and men as they were supposed to be 
have even sometimes exercised a wider influence ^on 
men as they actnally were. Ideals ultimately rule the 
world, and each before it loses its ascendancy bequeaths 
some moral truth as an abiding legacy to the human race. 
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Whbn, ahortiy after 1 had aeceoted' the honoorahle tad( 
which I am endeavoturing to nilfil to>oight, I reoaved 
from your Secretary a r^rt of the annual ptoceediogs 
of the Birmingham and Midland Institute, — ^when I 
observed the immense range and varuty of subject 
included within your programme, illustrating so strikingly 
the intense intellectual activity of this great town, — my 
first feeling was one of some bewilderment and dismay. 
What, I asked myself, could I say that would be of much 
real value, addressing an unknown audience, and relating 
to fields of knowlMge so vast, so multifarious, and in 
many of their parts so far beyond the range of my own 
studies? On, reflection, however, it appeared to me that 
in this, as in most other cases, the proverb was a wise 
one which bids the cobbler stick to his last, and that a 
arriter who, during many years of his life, has been 
engaged in the study of English history could hardly do 
better than devote the time at his disposal to-night to a 
few reflections on the political value of history, and on 
the branches and methods of historical study that ate 
most fitted to form a sound political judgment. 

Is history a study of real use in practical, and 
especially in political, life ? The question, as you Icnow, 
hss_ been by no means always answered in the same way. 
In it# earlier stages history was regarded chiefly as a form 
of poetry recording the more dramatic actions of kings, 
warriors, and statesmen. Homer and the early balli^ 
are indeed the first historians of their countries, and long 
after Homer one of the most illustrious of the critics of 
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antiquity descrilx^i history as merely ‘{)oetry free from 
the incumbrance of verse.' The portraits that adorned 
it gave some insight into human character ; it breathed 
noble sentiments, rewarded and stimulated noble actions, 
and kindled by its strong appeals to the imagination high 
patriotic feeling ; but its end was rather to paint than to 
guide, to consecrate a noble past than to furnish a key 
for the future ; and the artist in selecting his facts looked 
mainly for those which could throw the richest colour upon 
his canvas. Most cxjmrience was in his eyes <to aclopt an 
image of Coleridge) Tike the stem light of a ship, which 
iilmuinates only the path we have already traversed ; 
and a large pro])ortion of the subjects which are most 
significant as illustrating fhti true wt'Ifare and develop- 
ment of nations werti dclihcrahdy rejected as below the 
dignity of history. The old conception of history can 
hardly l)c btdtcr illustrated than in the words of Savage 
Lamlor, ‘Show me,’ he makes one of his heroes say, 
* how great pr<‘jects were executed, great advantages 
gained, and great calamities averted. Show me the 
generals and the statesmen who stood foremost, that I 
may bend to them in reverence. . , . Let the books of 
the Trtiasury lie cIowmI as religiously os the Sibyl's/ 
Leave weights and measures in the markct-}>lace ; Com- 
merce in the harlxmr ; the Arts in the light they love ; 
Philosophy in the sliarle. Place History on her rightful 
throne, and at the sides of her Kloquence and War.* * 

It was chiefly in the eighteenth century that a very 
different conc('ption of history grew up. Historians then 
came to believe that their task was not so much to paint 
a picture as to solve a problem ; to explain or illustrate 
the successive pha8c.s of national growth, prosperitji,>and 
adversity. The history of morals, of indust^, of intellect, 
and of art; the changes that take place in manners or 
beliefs; the dominant ideas that prevailed in successive 
' Pericles and Aapatia. 
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periods; the rise, (all, and modification of < political con- 
stitutions : in a word, all the conditions of national well- 
being became the subjects of their works. They sought 
rather to write a history of peoples than a history of 
kings. They looked specially in history for the chain of 
causes and effects. They undertook to study in the past 
the physiology of nations, and hoped by applying the 
experimental method on a largo scale to deduce some 
lessons of real value about the conditions on which the 
well-being of society mainly depends. 

How far have they snccecdcd in their attempt, and 
furnished us with a real compass for political guidance? 
Lot me in the first place frankly express^ my own belief 
that to many readers of history the study is not only use- 
less, but even positively misleading. An unintelligent, a 
superficial, a pedantic or an inaccurate use of history is 
the source of very many errors in practical judgment. 
Human affairs are so infinitely complex that it is vain to 
expect that they will ever e.xactly rep^uce themselves, 
or that any study of the post can enable us to predict the 
future with the minuteness and the completeness that 
can he attained in the exact sciences. Nor will any wise 
man judge the merits of existing institutions solely on 
historic grounds. Ho not persuade yourself that any 
institution, however great ma^ be its antiquity, however 
transcendent may have been its uses in a remote past, 
can permanently justify its existence, unless it can be 
shown to exercise a really beneficial influence over our 
own society and our own ago. It is equally true that no 
institution which is exercising such a beneficial influence 
should be condemned, because it can be shown from 
histbty that under other conditions and in other times its 
influence was rather for evil than for good. 

These propositions may seem like truisms ; yet how 
often do wo hear a kind of reasoning that is inconsistent 
with them ! How often, for example, in the discussions 
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on the Contii^nt on the advant^es and disadvantages of 
monastic institntions has the chief stress of the argument 
been laid upon the great benefits which those institntions 
produced in ages that were utterly different from our 
own, — in the dark perioil of the barbarian invasions, when 
they were the only rofnges of a pacific civilisation, the 
only libraries, the only schools, the only centres of art, 
the only refuge for gentle and intellectual natures ; the 
chief barrier against violence and rapine; the chief 
promoters of agriculture and industry! How often in 
discussions on the merits and demerits of an Established 
Church in England have we heard arguments draum from 
the hostility which the Church of England showed 
towards English liberty in the time of the Stuarts ; 
although it is abundantly evident that the dangers of 
a royal despotism, which were then so serious, have 
utterly disappeared, and that the political action of the 
Church of England at that period was mainly governed 
by a doctrine of tlte Divine right of kings, and pi the duty 
of passive obedience, which is now as depd as the old 
belief that the king's touch could cure scrofula I How 
often have the champions of luodern democracy appealed 
in support of their views to the glories of the democrociesr 
of ancient Greece, without ever reminding their hearers 
that these small numicipal republics rested on the basis 
of slavery, and that the hulk of those who would exercise 
the chief controlling infiuence over affairs in a pure 
democracy of the intern type were abwlutely excluded 
from political power ! How often in discussions about 
the advantages and disadvantages of Home Buie in Ire- 
land do we find arguments drawn from tbo merits or 
demerits of the Irish Parliament of the eighteenth 
century, with a complete forgetfulness of the ^t that 
this Parliament consisted exclusively^ of a Protestant 
gentry: that it represented in the highest degree the 
property of the country, and the classes who are most 
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closely attached to English rale ; that* it ^yas constituted 
in such a manner that the English Government could 
exercise a complete control over its deliberations, and that 
for good or for ill it was utterly unlike any l^y that 
could now be constituted in Ireland ! 

Or again, to turn to another field : it is quite certain 
that evei^ age has special dangers to guard against, and 
that as time moves on these dangers not only change, but 
are sometimes even reversed. There have been periods 
in English history when the great dangers to be en- 
countered sprang from the excessive and encroaching 
power of a monarchy or of an aristocracy. The battle to 
TO then fought was for the free exercise of religious 
worship and expression of religious opinion, for a free 
parliament, for a free press, for a free platform, for an 
independent jury-box. All the best patriotism, all the 
most heroic self-sacrifice of the nation, was thrown into 
defence of these causes ; and the wisest statesmen of the 
time made it the main object of their legislation to protect 
and consolidate them. 

These things are now as valuable as they ever were, 
but no reasonable man will maintain that they are in the 
* smallest danger. The battles of the sixteenth and seven- 
teenth centuries have been definitely won. A kind of 
language which at one period of English history implied 
the noblest heroism is now the idlest and cheapest of 
clap-trap. The sycophant and the self-seeker bow before 
quite other idols than of old. The dangers of the time 
come from other quarters ; other tendencies prevail, other 
tasks remain to be accomplidied ; and a public man who 
in framing his coarse followed blindly in the steps of the 
heldes or reformers of the past would be like a mariner 
who set his sails to the winds of yesterday. 

It is difficult, I think, to doubt that the judginenls of 
all of ns are more or less affected by causes of this kind. 
It is, I imagine, true of the great majority of educated 
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that theii; fiist political imprc«ston or bias is formed 
maoh less by the events of their own time than by childish 
recollections of the more dramatic conflicts of the ^t. 
We are Cavahem or Bmmdhosds before we are Con- 
servatives or Libersds ; and although we gradnally learn 
to realise how profonn^y the condition of i^airs and the 
balance of forces have altered^ yet no wise man can donbt 
the power which the first bias of the imagination exercises 
in very many cases Uirongh a whole life. Langnage 
which grew out of bygone conflicts continues to be us^ 
long after those conflicts and their causes have ended ; but 
that which was once a very genuine voice conics at last 
to be little more than an insincere echo. 

The best corrective for this kind of evil is a really 
intelligent study of history. One of the first tasks that 
every sincere student should sot before biinseif is to 
endeavour to understand what is the dominant idea or 
characteristic of the period with which he is occupied ; 
what forces chiefly ruled it, what forces were then rising 
into a dangerous ascendancy, and what forceii^were on the 
decline ; what illusions, what exaggerations,, what false 
hopes and unworthy influences chiefly prevailed. It is 
only when studied in this spirit that the true signiflcancc 
of history is disclosed, and the same method which 
furnishes a key to the past forms also an admirable 
discipline for the judgment of the present. He who has 
learnt to understand the true character and tendencies of 
many succeeding ages is not likely to go very far wrong 
in estimating his own. 

Another branch of history which I would especially 
commend to the attention of all political students is the 
history of Institutions. ‘In the constantly fluctuitthig 
conditions of human life no institution ever remained for 
a long period unaltered. Sometimes with changed beliefs 
and changed conditions institations lose all their original 
utility. They become simply useless, obstructive, and 
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corrupt ; and though by mere pawivd reyiatance th^ 
may continue to exist long after they have ceased to serve 
any good purpose, th^ will at last be nndamsiMd by 
their own abuses. OtW institutions, on the o&m hand, 
show the true characteristic of vitality—the power at 
' adapting themselves to chwged conditions and new 
utihties. Few things in history are more interesting 
and more instructive than a careful study of these trans* 
formations. Sometimes the original objects almost wholly 
disappear, and utilities which were either never con- 
templated by the founders or were only regarded as of 
purely secondary importance take the ^t place on the 
scene. The old plan and symmetry almost disappear as 
the institution is modified now in this direction and now 
in that to meet some pressing want. The first architects, 
if they could rise from the dead, would scarcely recognise 
their creation — would perhaps look on it with horror. 
The indirect advantages of an institution are sometimes 
greater than its direct ones; and institutions are often 
more valuable on account of the evils they avert than 
on account of the positive advantages they produce. Not 
unfrequently in their later and transformed condition 
‘they exercise wider and greater influence than when they 
were originally established ; for the strength derived from 
the long traditions of the past and from the habits that 
are formed around anything that is deeply rooted in the 
national life gives them a vastly increased importance. 

There is probably no better test of the political genius 
of a nation than the power which it possesses of adapting 
old institutions to now wants ; and it is, I think, in this 
skill and in this disposition that the political pre- 
emindbee of the English people has been most con- 
spicuously shown. It IS difficult to overrate its importance. 
It is the institutions of a country that chiefly maintain 
the sense of its organic unity, its essential connection 
with its past. By their continuous existence they bind 
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together as by a living chain the past with the present, 
the living with tlie dead. 

Few greater calamities can befall a nation than to cut 
herself off, as France did in her great K*‘Volution, from 
all vital connection with her own past. This i.s one of 
the chief lessons you will lejtm from Jliirk*' — tlus greut4-st 
and tmest of all onr political teachers. Bacon expressed in 
an admirable sentence the best spirit of Ktiglish |K>iiticH 
when he urgt^ that ‘men in their innovations should 
follow the example of Time itself, which iinh'cd inno- 
vated greatly, bat quietly, and by degrecis scarady to 1 h) 
perceived.’ 






to me especially valuable to political students. It is the 
history of those vast Bevolutions for good or for ill which 
seem to have transformed the characters or permanently 
changed the feurtanes of nations, either by a sudden and 
violent shock or by the slow process of gradual renovation. 
You will find on this subject, in our country, two groat 
and opposite exa||geiation8. There is a school of writers, 
ci wmw Buckle 18 an admimble represent^ive, who are 
so strook b^ the long ehmn of causes, extending over 
many centuries, that preceded and prepared Bevolutions, 
that they teach a kind of histone fatalism, reducing 
almost to nothing the action of Individualities ; and there 
is another school, which is specially represented by 
Carlyle, who reduce all history into biographies, into the 
action of a few great men upon their kind. 

The one class of writers will tell you with great truth 
that the Boman Bepublic was not destroyed by Ctesar, 
but by the long train of influences that made the career 
of Caesar a possibility. They will show how inflaences 
working through many generations had sapped the 
foundations of the Bepublic — how the beliefs and habits 
on which it once rested had passed away — ^how its institu- 
tions no longer corresponds with the prevailing wants 
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and ideas —how a form of government Whic^ had proved 
excellently adapted for a restricted dominion failed when the 
itoman eagles flew triumphantly over the whole civilised 
world, and how in this manner the strongest tendencies 
of the time wore preparing the downfall of the Itepublic, 
and the establishment of a great empire upon its ruins. 
They will show how the intellectual influences of the 
lienaissanco, the invention of printing, and a crowd of 
other causes, many of them at first sight very remote from 
theological controversies, had in the sixteenth century 
so shaken the power of the Itoman Catholic Church, 
that the way was prepared for the lieformation, and 
it became possible for Luther and Calvin to succeed, 
where Wyckliffc and Uuss had failed. They will show 
how profoundly onr theological beliefs are a&cted by 
our general conception of the s^tem of the universe, 
and now inevitably, as Science changes Ure lifter, the 
former will undergo a corresponding process of modifica- 
tion. Creeds that are no longer in harmony with the 
general spirit of the time may long cmitinue, but a new 
spirit will Im breathed into me old forms. Those 
portions which ate most discordant with onr fresh 
raowledge will be neglected or attenuated. Although 
thejr may not be openly discarded, they will cease to w 
realised or vitally operative. 

In the sphere of politics a similar law prevails, and 
the fate of nations largely depends upon forces quite 
different from those on which the mere political historian 
concentrates his attention. The growth of military or 
industrial habits ; the elevation or depression of different 
classes ; the changes that take place in the distribution of 
wealth ; inventions or discoveries that alter the course or 
character of industry or commerce, or reverse the relative 
advimtages of different nations in the competitions of life ; 
the increase and, still more, the diffusion of knowledge ; 
the many influences that affect convictions, habits and 
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ideals, that raise, 6r lower, or modify the moral lone and 
type — all these things concur in shaping the destinies of 
nations. Legislation is only really sticccssrul when it is 
in harmony with the general spirit of tht> age. Laws 
and statesmen for the most part indicate and ratify, 
but do not create. They are like the hands of the 
watch, which move obedient to the hiddt!ii machinery 
behind. 

In ail this kind of .speculation there is, I believe, 
great truth, and it opens out fields of inquiry that are of 
the utmost interest and importance. 1 have, however, 
long thought that it has l>een pushed by some modern 
writers to extravagant exaggeration. As you well know, 
there is another aspect of history, which, long boforo 
Carlyle, was enforced by some of the ablest and most 
indejiendent intelleets of Christendom. Pascal tells us 
that if Cleopatra’s nose bad been shorter, the whole face 
of the world mi|^t have been changed, and Voltaire is 
never tired of dwelling on the small springs on which the 
greatest events of history turn. Fredoriok the Great, 
who was probably the Iteenest practical intellect of bis 
age, coiutantty insisted on the same view. In the vast 
fidld of politics, he maintained, casual events which no 
hnman sagacity can predict jplay by far the largest part. 
We are in most cases gropmg our way blindly in the 
dark. Occasionally, when favourable circumstances occur 
there is a gleam of light of which the skilful avail them* 
^Ives. AU the rest is uncertainty. The world is mainly 
governed by a multitude of secondary, obscure, or im- 
penetrable causes. It is a game of chance in wUch the 
most skilful may Icse like the most ignorant. ' The older 
one becomes the more clearly one sees that King Hliiard 
fashions three-fourths of the events in this raiscrabio 
world.’ 

My own view of this question is that though there are 
certain streams of tendency, though there is a certain 
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steady and orderly cvolation that it is impc^ble in the 
loD^ run to resist, yet individual action and even mere 
accident have borne a vety great part in modif^ng the 
direction of history. It is with History as with the 
general laws of Nature. We can none of ns escape the 
> all-pervading force of gravitation, or the influence of 
the climate under which we live, or the succession of the 
scasous, or the laws of growth and of decay ; yet man is 
nut a mere passive weed drifting helplessly upon the sea 
of life, iuid human wisdom and human folly can do 
and have done much to modify the conditions of his 
being. 

It is quite true that religions depend largely for their 
continued vitality upon the knowledge and intellectual 
atmosphere of their time ; but there are periods when the 
human mind is in such a state of pliancy that a small 
pressure can give it a bent which will last for ^nerations. 
If Mohammed had been killed in one of the first sldr* 
mishes of his career, I know no reason for believing that 
a great monotheistic religion would have arisen in Arabia, 
capable of mdhlding for more than twelve hundred years 
not only the beliefs, laws, and governments, but also the 
inmost moral and mental character of a vast section of 
the human race. Gibbon was probably right in his 
conjecture that if Charles Martel had b^ defeated at 
the famous battle near Tours, the creed of Islam would 
have overspread a great part of what is now Christian 
Europe, and in that case it might have ruled over it for 
centuries. No one can follow the histoi^ of the conver- 
sion of the barbarians to Christianity without perceiving 
how often a religion has been imposed in the first instance 
by the mere will of tho ruler, which gradually took such 
root that it liecamc far too strong for any pohtical power 
to destroy. Persecution cannot annihilate a creed which 
is firmly established, or maintain a creed W’hich has been 
thoroughly undermined, but there are intermediate stages 
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in whieb its ^nflitfiiioe on national beliefs has been eoor* 
ihonsly great. Even at the Befcnnation, though mine 
gcoEiMal eanses were of capital impturtanoe, pdiitiou events 
had a retj large part in dehning tiie fron^ line between 
tile rival creeds, and ^ divisicms so or«ited have tat tiie 
iiM>st part endiuKd. 

In secular polities numdrous instances of the same 
kind will occur to evetf tbohghtful reader of history. If, 
as might easily have happens, Hannibal after the bs^tle 
of Cannae bad taken and burned Borne, and transfer]^ 
the supremacy of the world to a maritime commercial 
State upon the Mediterranean ; if, instead of the liegency, 
Louis Xy. and Louis XVI., ^Franco bad passed during 
the eighteenth century under sovereigns of the stamp of 
the elder branch of the House of Orange or of Henry IV., 
or of the Great Elector, or of Frederick the Great ; if, at 
the French Kevolution, the supreme military genius had 
been connected with the character of Washington rather 
than with the character of Napoleon — who can doubt 
that the course of European history wot^ld have been 
vastly changed? The causes that made constitutional 
liberty succeed in England, while it failed in other countries 
where its prospects seemed once at least as promising, are 
many and complex ; but no careful student of English 
history vdll doubt the prominence among them of the 
accidental fact that James II., by embracing Catholicism, 
had thrown the Church feeling at a very critical moment 
into opposition to the monarchical feeling, and that in the 
last days of Anne, when the question of the succession 
was trembling most doubtfully in the balance, his son 
refused to cot^rm to the Anglican creed. 

Laws are no donbt in a great degree inoperative "when 
they do not spring from and represent the opinion of the . 
nation, but they have in their turn a great power of 
consolidating, deepening, and directing opinion. When 
some important progress has been attained, and with the 
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bM been endandM in ft leeit 
wfveBt tibe iMftaiiii ieian el ttMi 


edaosting influence, end by ginng waited beep eeWen^^ 

’pennanenee. Bcanea nwv nndoiibbiMjF fHifftB 
pert in Bwopeen hietoiy ett tfift 

which it wee fint eiMeted bad paaaad amag^ — * 
legisletor who ren detenntne in enjf eonittqf Wftifli ilillt ' 
of notionel education, cht the eo c o cewo n of fUOMlI^* wm 
do lunch to infioencc the ofintone and aoeMi flf 

many succeeding generations. 

The point, however, on which I would hem emekify 
insist is that there has scarcely been a great rmdnlioo in 
the world which might not at sonic stage of its progress 
have been either averted, or raatcriaily modified, or at 
least greatly iKMtpnncd, hy wise statesmanslijp and timely 
compromise. Take, for example, the A mencan Hevolatioa, 
which dratroyed the political unity of the English race. 
You will often hear this event treated as if it were simply 
due to the weSiton tyranny of an English Government, 
which desired to reduce its colonies to servitude by taxing 
' them without their consent. But if yon will look closely 
into the histoiy of that time— and there is no history 
which is more instructive — you will find that this is 
a gross misrepresentation. What happened was essen- 
tially this. England, under the guidance of the elder 
Pitt, had been waging a great and most snccessful war, 
which left her with an enormously extended Empire, but 
also with an addition of more than seventy millions to her 
National Debt. That debt was now nearly, one hundred 
and forty millions, and England was reeling under the 
.taxation it required. The war bad been waged largely in 
America, and its most brilliant result was the conquest of 
Canada, by which the old American colonies had benefited 
more than any other part of the Empire, for the expulsion 
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of the Sren^ from Nmrth America pat an oad to the cme 
great dangeor which hang over them. It was, however, 
extrmnely probable that if France evw trained her 
strength, one of her first objects woaUl be to recover her 
dominion in America. 

Under these circomstanoes the English Government 
conduded that it was impossible that England alone, 
overburdened as she was by taxation, could undertake ihc 
miiitazy defence of her greatly extended Empire. Th' tr 
object, therefore, was to create subsidiary arnties for its 
defence. Ireland already raised by the vote of the Irish 
Parliament, and out of exclusively Irish resources, an army 
consisting of firom twelve to fifteen thousand men, most 
of whom were available for the general purposes of the 
PJmpire. In India, under a despotic system, a separate 
army was maintained for the protection of India. It was 
the strong belief of the English Government that a third 
army should be maintained in America for the defence of 
the American colonies and of the neighbouring islands, 
and that it was just and reasonable that America should 
bear some part of the expense of her owfi defence. She 
was charged with no part of the interest of the National 
Debt; she paid nothing towards the cost of the navy, 
which protected her coast; she was the most lightly 
taxed and the most prosperous portion of the Empire ; 
she was the part which had benefited most by the late 
war, and she was the part which was most likely to be 
menaced if the war was renewed. Under these cir- 
cumstances Grenville determined that a small army of 
ten thousand men should be kept in America, under the 
distinct promise that it was never to serve beyond that 
country and the West Indian Isles, and he asked America 
to contribute 100,0001. a year, or about a third part of . 
its expense. 

But here the difficulty arose. - The Irish army was 
ntaintained by the vote of the Irish Parliament; but 
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waa no single parliament reppsentingr tito Amerieaa 
colonies, and it soon became evident tl&t it was im- 
possible to induce thirteen State legislatozes to agree 
upon any scheme for snpporting an mrmy in America. 
Under these circumstances GrenviUe in an ill-omened 
moment resolved to revive a dormant power which 
existed in the Constitution, and levy this new war-tax by 
Imperial taxation. He at the same time guaranteed the 
colonists that the proceeds of this tax should be expended 
solely in America ; he intimated to them in the clearest 
way that if they would meet his wishes by themselves 
providing the necessary stim, he would be abundantly 
satisfied, and he delayed the enforcement of the measure 
for a year in order to give them ample time for doing so. 

Such and so small was the original cause of difference 
between England and her colonies. Who can fail to see 
that it was a difference abundantly susceptible of com- 
promise, and that a wise and moderate statesmanship 
might easily have averte<l the catastrophe? There are 
few sadder and few more instructive pages in history than 
those which %how how mistake after mistake was com- 
mitted, till the rift which was once so small mdened and 
deepened ; till the two sections of the English race were 
thrown into an irreconcilable antagonism, and the fair 
vision of an United Empire in the East and in the West 
come for ever to an end. 

Or glance for a moment at the French Revolution. 
It is a favourite task of historians to trace through the 
preceding generations the long train of causes that made 
the transformation of French institutions absolutely in- 
evitable ; but it is not so often remembered that when 
the .Qtatcs-General met in 1789 by far the larger part of 
the benefits of the Revolution could have been attained 
without difficulty, without convulsion, and by general 
consent. The nobles and clergy had pledged themselves 
to surrender their feudal privileges and their privileges in 

D 
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taixation ; a reforming king was on the throne, and a 
refonning minuter was at hie side. If the spirit of 
moderaiaon had then prevailed, the inevitable trans- 
formation mmht probauy have been made without the 
efl^on ot a drop of hloM. Jefferson was at this time 
the Minister of the United States in Paris. As an old 
republican he knew well the conditions of free govern* 
mente, and among the politicians of his own country be 
mpr^nted the ^mocratio section. I know few words 
in history more pathetic than those in which he describeil 
the situation. * I was much acquainted,’ he writes, * with 
the leading patriots of the Assembly. Being from a 
country which had successfully ptissed through a similar 
reformation, they were disposed to my acquaintance, and 
had some confidence in mo. I urged most strenuously an 
immediate compromise to secure what the Government 
were now ready to yield. ... It was well understood 
that the King would grant at this time (I) freedom of 
the person by Habeas Corpus; (2) freetiom of conscience; 
(3) freedom of the press ; (4) trial by jury ; (5) a repre- 
sentative legislature ; (6) annual meetings ; (7) the 

origination of laws; (6) the exclusive right of taxation 
and appropriation ; and (9) the responsibility of Ministers ; 
and with the exercise of these powers they could obtain 
in future whatever might be further necessary to improve 
and preserve their constitution. They thought other- 
wise,’ continued Jefferson; ‘and events have proved their 
lamentable error ; for after thirty years of war, foreign 
and domestic, the loss of millions of lives, the prostration 
of private happiness, and the foreign subjugation of their 
own country for a time, they have obtained no more, nor 
oven that securely.’ ‘ , , 

Let me, in concluding these observations, sum up in 
a few words some other advantages which yon may derive 
from history. It is, I think, one of the best schools for 

* Jefferson’s Memoirs^ i. 80. 
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that kind of reaaoning which is moat aadol in pnctical 
life. It teaches men to weigh conflicting ^habliities, to 
estimate degrees of evidence, to form a sonnd jatoaent 
of the value of authoriti^ Seasoning is tonght by 
actuaJ practice much more than by any a priori metiiods. 
Many good judges — and I own 1 am inclined to agrM 
with them— doubt much whether a study of formal logic 
ever yet made a good reasoner. Mathematics are no 
doubt invaluable in this respect, but they only deal with 
demonstrations ; and it has often been obwrved how 
many excellent mathematicians are somewhat peculiarly 
destitute of the power of measuring degrees of probability. 
But history is largely concerned with the kind of proba- 
bilities on which the conduct of life mainly depends. 
There is one hint about historical reasoning which I 
think may not be unworthy of your notice. When study- 
ing some great historical controversy, place yourselves 
by an effort of the imagination alternately on each side 
of the battle ; try to realise as fully as you can the point 
of view of the best men on either side, and then draw up 
upon paper the arguments of each in the strongest form 
you can give them. You will find that few practices do 
more to elucidate the past, or form a better mental 
discipline. 

History, again, greatly expands our horizon and 
enlarges our experience by bringing us in direct contact 
with men of many times and countries. It gives young 
men something of the experience of old men, and un- 
travelled men something of the experience of travelled 
ones. A great source of error in our judgment of men 
is that we do not make sufficient allowance for the 
dififgjrence of types. The essentials of right and wrong 
no doubt continue the same, but if you look carefully into 
history you will find that the special stress which is 
attached to particular virtues is constantly changing. 
Sometimes it is the civic virtues, sometimes the religious 
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virtues, sometimes the industrial virtues, sometimes the 
love ot truth/ sometimes the more amiable dispositions, 
that are most valued, and occupy the foremost place in 
the moral type. The men of each age must be judged by 
Uie ideal of their own age and country, and not by the 
ideal of ours. Men lo(^ at . life in very different aspects, 
and they differ greatly in thedr ways of reasoning, in the 
qualities they ad^re, in the aims which they chiefly 
prize. In few tilings do they differ more than in their 
capacity for self-government ; in the kinds of liberty they 
especially value ; in their love or dislike of government 
guidance or control. 

The power of realising and understanding type's of 
characta: very different from our own is not, I think, an 
EngUsh quality, and a great many of our mistakes in 
governing other nations come from this deficiency. 
Homo thirty or forty years ago especially it was the 
custom of English statesmen to write and s|H‘ak as if the 
salvation of uve.ry nation depended mainly upon its 
adoption of a miniature copy of the British Constitution. 
Now, if there is a lesson which history tedbhes clearly, 
it is that the same institutions are not fitted for all 
nations, and that what in one nation may prove perfectly 
successful, will in another be snpremcly disastrous. The 
habits and traditions of a nation ; the {leculiar bunt of its 
character and intellect ; the dtigree in which self-control, 
respect for law, the spirit of compromise, and disinterested 
pnblic spirit are diffused through the peoide ; the relations 
of classies, and the divisions of property, arc all considera- 
tions of capital importance. It is a great error, both 
in history and in practical politics, to attach too much 
value to a political machine. The essential considera- 
tion is by wbat men and in what spirit that machine 
is likely to be worked. Few Constitutions contain more 
theoretical anomalies, and even absurdities, than that 
under which England has attained to such an unexampled 
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height of political prosperity ; while a servile imitation 
of some of the most skilfully-devised Constitatioiis in 
ISurom has not saved some of the South American States 
from long courses of anarchy, bankruptcy, and revolution. 

These are some of the political ksacms that may be 
drawn from history. Permit me, in oonclnrion, to say 
that its most precious lessons are moral ones. It e3tpui& 
the range of our vision, and teaches us in judging the 
true interests of nations to look beyond the immMiate 
futmre. Few good judges will deny that this habit is 
now much wanted. The immensely increased promi- 
nence in political life of ephemeral influences, and 
especially of the influence of a daily press ; the immense 
multiplication of elections, which intensifles party con- 
flicts, all tend to concentrate our thoughts more and 
more upon an immediate issue. They narrow the range 
of our vision, and make us somewhat insensible to distant 
consequences and remote contingencies. It is not easy, 
in the heat and passion of modern political life, to look 
beyond a pasliament or an election, beyond the interest 
of a party or the triumph of an hour. Yet nothing is 
more certain than that the ultimate, distant, and perhaps 
indirect consequences of political measures are often far 
more important than their immediate fruits, and that in 
the prosperity of nations a large amomit of continuity in 
politics and the gradual formation of political habits are 
of transcendent importance. History is never more 
valuable than when it enables ns, standing as on a 
height, to look beyond the smoke and turmoil of our 
petty quarrels, and to detect in the slow developments of 
the past the great permanent forces that are steadily 
beafing nations onwards to improvement or decay. 

The strongest of these forces are the moral ones. 
Mistakes in statesmanship, military triumphs or disasters, 
no doubt affect materially the prosperity of nations, but 
their permanent political well-being is essentially the 
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ootecmie of thbir mond state. Its toondation is laid in 
pure domestio life, in eommeroial integrity, in a high 
standard of m(»al worth and of public spint; in simple 
habits, in courage, uprightness, and seJf«saGrifice, in a 
certain soundness and moderatimi of judc^nt, which 
springs quite as much from character as from intellect, 
n you would form a wise judgment of the future of a 
nation, observe carefully whether these qualities are 
increasing or decaying. ^ Observe especially what qualities 
count for most in public life. Is character becoming of 
greater or less importance? Are the men who obtain 
the highest posts in the nation men of whom in private 
life and irrespective of party con)pctnnt judges speak with 
genuine res|)ect ? Are they men of sincere convictions, 
sound judgment, consistent lives, indisputable integrity, 
or an' they men who have won their positions by the arts 
of a demagogue or an intriguer ; men of nimble tongues 
and not earnest beliefs — skilful, above all things, in 
spreading tlufir sails to each passing breeze of popularity ? 
Bach considerations a.s these are apt to lx^ forgotten in 
the fierce excitement of a party cf>ntest; but if history 
has any meaning, it is such considerations that affect most 
vitally the permanent well-being of communities, and it 
is by observing this moral current that you can best cast 
the horoscope of a nation. 



TEE EMPIBE: ITS VALUE AND ITS 6B0WTH 

I HAVE been asked on the present occasion to deliver 
a short address which might serve as an introduction to 
the course of lectures and conferences on the history and 
resources of the different portions of the Empire which 
are to take place in the Imperial Institute. In attempting 
to discharge this task my first reflection is one which 
the very existence of the Institute can hardly fail to 
suggest to anyone with any knowledge of recent history. 
It is the great revolution of opinion which has taken 
place in England within the last few years about the 
real value to her both of her colonies and of her Indian 
Empire. Npt many years ago it was a popnlar doctrine 
among a large and important class of politicians that 
these vast dominions were not merely useless but de- 
trimental to the mother-country, and that it should be 
the end of a wise policy to prepare and facilitate their 
disruption. Bentham, in a pamphlet called ' Emancipate 
your Colonies,’ advocated a speedy and complete separa- 
tion. James Mill, who held a high place among these 
politicians, wrote an article on Colonies for the * Encyclo- 
paedia Britannica’ which clearly expresses their view. 
Colonies, he contended, are very little calculated to yield 
any advantage whatever to the countries that hold tlkem, 
arlif their chief influence is to produce and prolong bad 
government. Why, then, he asks, do European nations 
maintain them ? The answer is very characteristic, both 
of the man and of his school. Something, he ch^mtably 
admits, is due to mere ignorance, to mistaken views of 
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utility ; but ,the‘ main cause is of another kind. He 
quotes the saying of Sancho Panza, who desired to 
possess an islaad m order tiiat he might sell its inhabi* 
tants as slaves, and put the money in his pocket; and he 
maintuns that the chief cause of our Colonial Empire is 
the selfish interest of the governing few who valued 
colonies because they gave them places and enabled them 
to multiply wars. In more moderate and decorous 
language, Goldwin Smith wrote a book, the object of 
which was to show how desirable it was that this Empire 
should be gradually but steadily reduced to the sweet 
simplicity of two islands. Similar views prevailed very 
generally in the Manchester school. Cobden frc(]ncnlly 
expressed thorn. The question of the colonics, he main- 
tained, was mainly a question of pounds, shillings, and 
pence ; he proved, as ho imagin<*d, by many figures that 
they were a very bad bargain ; and he expn3f*.sfd bis con- 
fident hope that one of the results of frw} trafb' would be 
* gradually ami imperciiptibly to loosen the bands which 
unite our colonies to us.’ About our Indian Empire he 
entertained much stronger opinions, lie diiscrihed it as 
a calamity and a curse to the people of England. He 
looked on it, in his own words, ‘ with an eye of despair,’ 
and declare d that it was destroying and demoralising the 
national character. It was the iielief of his school of 
politicians that all the nations of the world would 
speedily follow the example of England and adopt a 
policy of perfect free trade; that when all men were 
able to sell their industries with equal facility in all 
countries, it would become a matter of little consequence 
to them under what flag they lived, and that this com- 
plete commercial assimilation would soon be followed^ by 
a general movement for disarming, which would put an 
end to all fear of future war. 

Many politicians who certainly cannot be classified 
with the Manchester school held views tending in some 
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degree in the same direction. Even Sir Comewall Lewis 
in his treatise on the ‘Government of Depmidencies,’ 
which was published in 1841, summed up tiie advanfames 
and disadvantages of a great empire in a manner t^ 

E ves the impression that in his own judgment the dis* 
(vantages on the whole predominatM. In the Auto> 
biography of that great writer mid excellent public servant 
Sir Henry Taylor, who for many years exercised much 
influence in the Colonial OfiBce, we have a curious picture 
of the opinions which were held on this subject about thirty 
years ago, both by Sir Henry Taylor himself and by Sir 
Frederick liogcrs, who was at this time permanent 
. Under-Secretary of State for the Colonics. They both 
agreed that all our North American colonies were a kind 
of damnosa hereditns, and that it was in a high degree 
desirable that they should l>e amicably separated from 
Great Britain. Sir Henry Taylor wrote his views on the 
subject with great frankness to the Duke of Newcastle, 
who was then Secretary of 8tal<*. ‘ When your Grace 

ami the I'rincq of Wales,' he said, ‘were employing 
yourselves so successfully in conciliating the colonists, 
1 thought that you were drawing closer ties which might 
better bt*. slackened, if there were any chance of their 
slipping away altogether. 1 think that a policy which 
has regard to a not very far off future should prepare 
facilities and propensities for separation. ... In my 
estimation the worst consequence of the late dispute with 
the United States has been that of involving this country 
and its North American provinces in closer relations and 
a common cause.' ' ‘ I have always believed,’ wrote Sir 
Frederick Rogers in 188.5 and the belief has so confirmetl 
an.‘ consolidated itself, that I can hardly realise the possi- 
buity of anyone seriously thinking the contrary — that 
the destiny of our colonics is independence ; and that in 
this point of view the function of the Colonial Office is to 
' AuMtiography, il. pp. 234, 235. 
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seoture ihat oar conneoibn while it lasts shall be u 
ptofitable to both parties, and our sefMuration when it 
ocnnes as amicable as possible.' 

I do not beliere that opinions of thu kind, thongh 
the;^ were held bjr a huge and powarfal section of Englvw 
pditidans, ever penetirated very deeply into the Bnglisn 
nation. One of the caoses of -Mr. Cobden’s ' despair ' 
was bis conviction that the English people would never 
be persuaded to surrender India except at the close of 
a disastrous and exhausting war, and in his day the policy 
of national surrender was certainly not that of the states* 
men who led either party in Farliainent. No one would 
attribute it to Mr. Disraeli, in whose long political life 
the note of Imperialism was perhaps that which sounded 
with the clearest ring, and it was quite as repuptani to 
Lord PahnersU^n and Lord .lohn Kusseil. In an U4iiniral)le 
8{>eech which was delivered in the iHiginning of 1850, 
Lord John Kusseil disclaimed all sympathy with it, and 
1 can well remember the indignation with wliich in his 
tatter days ho was accustomed to speak .of the vit^ws on 
the subject which were then frequent!}' expressed. ‘ When 
I was young,’ he once said tome, 'it was thought the 
mark of a wis»j statesman that ho had turned a small 
kingdom into a great empire. In my old ago it appears 
to be thought the object of a statesman to turn a great 
empire into a small kingdom.’ 

1 do not think that anyone who has watched the 
current of English opinion will doubt that tike views of 
the Manchester school on this subject have within the 
last few years steadily lost ground, and that a far warmer 
and, in my opinion, nobler and more healtbv feeling 
towards India and the colonies has grown up. The 
change may be attributed to many causes. In the first 
place, what Carlyle called ' The Calico Millennium ’ has 
not arrived. The nations have not adopted free trade, 
but nearly lUt of them, including unfortunately many of 
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>ar own colonies, have laued tariff wails against oar 
le. The Bei|^ of Peace has not come. National 
itipathies and jealonsies play about as great a port in 
jwnan affurs as Uiey ever did, and there are certainly 
b9t leas than three and a half millions, there are probably 
nearly font millions, of men under arms in what are 
ipall^ the peace establishments of Enrope. It is 
beginning to be clearly seen that, with our vast, 
redundant, ever-growing population, with our enormous 
imanufactures, and our utterly insufficient supply of 
bome-grown food, it is a matter of life and death to the 
nation, and especially to its working classes, that there 
should be secure and extending fields open to our goods, 
and in the present condition of the world we must mainly 
look for these fields within our own Empire. The 
gigantic dimensions that Indian trade has assumed 
within the last few years, and the extraordinary 
commercial development of some other parts of our 
Empire, have pointed the moral, and it has been made 
still more apparent by the eagerness with which other 
Powers, and especially Germany, have flimg themselves 
into the path of colonisation. In an age. too, when all 
the paths of professional and industrial life in our country 
are crowded to excess, the competitive system has 
combined with our new acquisitions of territory to throw 
open noble fields of employment, enterprise and ambition 
to poor and struggling talent, and India is proving a 
school of inestimable value for maintaining some of the 
l^est and most masculine qualities of our race. It is 
the great seed-plot of our military strength; and the 
problems of Indian administration are peculiarly fitted to 
form inen of a kind that is much needed among us — men 
of strong purpose and firm will, and high ruling and 
organising powers, men accustomed to deal w'ith facts 
rather than with words, and to estimate measures by 
their intrinsic value, and not merely by their party 
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advsuitages, men skilful in judging human character 
under its many types and aspects and disguises. 

If again we turn to our great self-governing colonics, 
we have learnt to feel how valuable it is, in an age in 
which international jealousies are so rife, that there 
should be vast and rapidly growing portions of the glolic 
that are not only at peace with us, but at one with us ; 
how unspeakably important.it is to the future of the 
world that the English race, through the ages that are to 
come, should cling as closely as possible together. As 
a distinguished statesman who lately represented the 
United Htates in England ' has admirably said, ‘ If it 
is not always true that trade follows flag, it is at least 
true that “ heart follows flag,” and the feeling that our 
fellow-subjects in distant parts of the Empire bear to 
us is very different from the feeling even of the most 
friendly foreign nation. Our great colonies have readily 
undertaken the responsibility of providing for their own 
defence by land, and even in some degree by sea. If the 
protection of their coasts in time of war .might become a 
great strain upon our navy, this disadvantage is largely 
balanced by the importance of distant maritime posses- 
sions to every nation that desires to maintain an eflicient 
fleet ; by the immense advantage to a great commercial 
Power of secure harbours and coaling stations scattered 
over the world. It is not difficult to conceive circum- 
stances in which the destruction of some of om main 
industries, occurring, perhaps, in the midst of a great 
war, might make it utterly impossible for our present 
population to live upon British soil, and when the 
possession of vast territories under the British flag, and 
in the hands of the British race, might become a* ffiatter 
of transcendent importance. Think for a moment of the 
colossal, and indeed appalling, proportions which our 
great towns are assuming! Think of all the vice and 

' Mr. Bajrurd. 
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ignorance and disease, of all the sordid abject misery, of 
all the lawless passions that are festering within them ! 
And then consider how precarions are many of the 
conditions of our industrial prosperity, how grave and 
how numerous are the dangers that threaten it both from 
within and from without. Who can reflect seriously on 
these things without feeling that the day may come — 
perhaps at no distant date — when the question of emigra- 
tion may overshadow all others ? To many of us, indeed, 
it seems one of the greatest errors of modem English 
statesmanship that when the great exodus from Ireland 
took place after the famine, Government took no step to 
aid it, or to direct it to quarters where it would have 
been of real benefit to the Empire. Many good judges 
think that the advantages of such interference in allaying 
bitter feelings, softening a disastrous crisis, and perma- 
nently strengthening the Empire, might have been well 
purchased even if they cost as much as England has 
sometimes lost by one comparatively insignificant war 
or by one disastrous strike. In dealing with this question 
of emigration in the future, colonial assistance may be 
of supreme importance. And those who have understood 
the significance of that memorable incident in our recent 
history — the despatch of Australian troops to fight our 
battles in the Soudan — may perceive that there is at least 
a possibility of a still closer and more beneficent union 
between England and her colonies— a union that would 
vastly increase the strength of both, and by doing so 
become a great guarantee of peace in the world. 

It would be a calumny to suppose that the change 
of feeling I have described was solely due to a calculation 
of interests. Patriotism cannot be reduced to a mere 
question of money, and a nation which has grown tired 
of the responsibilities of empire, and careless of the acquisi- 
tions of ]ts past and of its greatness in the future, would 
indeed have entered into a period of inevitable decadence. 
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Happily we have not yet come to this. I believe the 
overwhelming majority of the people of these islands 
are convinced that an England reduced to the limits 
which the Manchester school would assign to it would 
be an England shorn of the chief elements of its dignity 
in the world, and that no greater disgrace could befall 
them than to have sacrificed through indifference, or 
negligence, or faint-heartedness, an Empire which has 
been built up by so much genius and so much heroism 
in the past. Bailways and telegraphs and newspapers 
have brought us into closer touch with our distant 
possessions, have enabled us to realise more vividly both 
their character and their greatness, and have thus ex- 
tended the horizon of our sympathies and interests. The 
figures of illustrious colonial statesmen are becoming 
familiar to us. Men formed in Indian and colonial 
spheres are becoming more numerous and prominent in 
our own public life. The presence in England of a High 
Commissioner from Canada, and of Agents-General from 
our other colonics, constitutes a real though informal 
colonial representation, and on more than one recent 
occasion our foreign policy has been swayed by colonial 
pressure. These young democracies, with their vast 
undeveloped resources, their unwearied energies, their 
great social and industrial problems, are beginning to 
loom largely in the imaginations of Europe. They feel, 
we believe, a just pride in being members of a great and 
ancient Empire, and heirs to the glories of its past. We, 
in our turn, feel a no less just pride in our onion with 
those coming nations which are still lit with the hues of 
sunrise and rich in the promise of the future. 

It has been suggested to me that I should, on the 
present occasion say something about the methods by 
which this great Empire was built up, but it is obvious 
that in a short address like the present it is only possible 
to touch on so large a subject in the most cursory manner. 
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Mach is due to our insular position and oar command of 
the sea, which gave Englishmen, in the competition of 
nations, a peculiar power both of conquering and holding 
distant dependencies. Being precluded, perhaps quite as 
much by their position as by their desire, from throwing 
themselves, like most continental nations, into a long course 
of European aggression, they have largely employed their 
redundant energies in exploring, conquering, civilising, 
and governing distant and half-savage lands. They have 
found, like all other nations, that an Empire planted amid 
the shifting sands of half-civilised and anarchical races is. 
compelled for its own security, and as a mere matter of 
police, to extend its borders. The chapter of accidents — 
which has played a larger part in most human afi&iirs 
than many very philosophical inquirers are inclined to 
admit — has counted for something. But, in addition to 
these things, there are certain general characteristics of 
English policy which have contributed very largely to the 
success of the Empire. 

It has been the habit of most nations to regulate 
colonial governments in all their details according to the 
best metropolitan ideas, and to sorroimd them with a net- 
work of restrictions. England has in general pursued 
a different course. Partly on system, but partly also, I 
think, from neglect, she has always allowed an unusual 
latitude to local knowledge and to local wishes. She has 
endeavoured to secure, wherever her power extends, life 
and property, and contract and personal freedom, and, in 
these latter days, religious liberty ; but for the rest she 
has meddled very little ; she has allowed her settlements 
to develop much as they please, and has given, in practice 
if nut ipwtheory, the fullest powers to her governors. It 
is astonishing, in the history of the British Empire, how 
large a part of its greatness is due to the independent 
action of individual adventurers, or groups of emigrants, 
or commercial companies, almost wholly unassisted and 
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uncontrolled by the Government at home. An Bmpire 
formed by such methods is not likely to exhibit much 
symmetry and unity of plan, but it is certain to be pervaded 
in an unusual degree, in all its parts, by a spirit of enter- 
prise and self-reliance ; it will probably be peculiarly fertile 
in men not only of energy Wt of resource, capable .of 
dealing with strange conditions and unforeseen exigencies. 
England in the past periods of her history has, on the 
whole, been singularly successful in adapting her different 
administrations to widely different national circamstances 
and characters, and governments of the most various 
types have arisen under her role. Nothing in the history 
of the world is more wonderful than that under the flag 
of these two little islands there should have grown up the 
greatest and most beneficent despotism in the world, com- 
prising nearly two hundred and thirty millions of in- 
habitants under direct British rule, and more than fifty 
millions under British protectorates ; while at the same 
time British colonies and settlements that are scattered 
throughout the globe number not less than fifty-six 
distinct subordinate governments. 

This system would have been less successful if it had 
not been for two important facts. The original stuff of 
which our Colonial Empire was fonned was singularly 
good. Some of the most important of our colonies were 
founded in the days of religious war, and the early settlers 
consisted largely of religious refugees — a class who are 
usually superior to the average of men in intellectual and 
industrial qualities, and are nearly always greatly superior 
to them in strength of conviction, and in those high moral 
qualities which play so great a part in the well-being of 
nations. Besides this, in those distant dayB,uthe diffi- 
culties of emigration were so great that they were rarely 
^voluntarily encountered except by men of much more 
than average courage, enterprise and resource. These 
early adventurers were certainly often of no saintly type. 
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but they were largely endowed with the robaster qualities 
that are most needed for grappling with new circumstances 
and carving out the empires of the fatore. 

The second fact is the high standard of patriotism and 
honour which we may, I think, truly say has nearly 
‘always prevailed among English pubfic servants. It is 
not an easy thing to secure honest and faithful administra- 
tion in remote coimtries, far from the supervision and 
practical control of the central government. I think we 
may boast with truth that England has attained this end, 
not indeed perfectly, but at least to a greater degree than 
most other nations. The history of Indian and colonial 
governors has never been written as a whole, but it is 
well worthy of study. In the appointment of these men 
party has always counted for something, and family has 
counted for something; but they have never been the 
only considerations, and, on the whole, I believe it will 
be found, if we consider the three elements of character, 
capacity and experience, that our Indian and colonial 
governors repri^sent a higher level of ruling qualities than 
has been attained by any line of hereditary sovereigns, or 
by any line of elected presidents. In the period of the 
foundation of our Indian Empire much was done that 
was violent and rapacious, but the best modem research 
seems to show that the picture which a few years ago 
was generally accepted had been greatly overcharged. 
The history of Warren Hastings and his companions has 
been recently studied with great knowledge and ability, 
and with the result that the more serious opinions on the 
subject have been considerably modified. Much exaggera- 
tion undoubtedly grew up in the last century, partly 
throu^ ignorance of Oriental affairs, and partly also 
.through the eloquence of Burke. There is no figure in 
English political history for which I at least entertaia a 
greater reverence than Edmund Burke. I believe him to 
have been a man of transparent honesty, as well as of 

B 
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transcendent genius ; but his politics were too apt to be 
steeped in passion, and he was often carried away the 
irresistible force of bis own imagination and feelings. 
Misrepresentations were ^atly consolidated by the 
Indian History of James Mill, which was for a long time 
the main, and ind^ almost the only, source from which* 
Englishmen obtained their knowledge of Indian history. 
It was written, as might be expected, with the strongest 
bias of hostility to the English in India, yet I suspect 
that many superficial readers imagined that a history 
which was so unquestionably dull must be at least im- 
partial and philosophical. Unfortunately, Macaulay relied 
greatly on it, and, without having made any serious 
independent studies on the subject, ho invested some of its 
misrepresentations with all the splendour of bis eloquence. 
1 believe all competent authorities are now agreed that 
his essay on Warren Hastings, though it is one of the 
most brilliant of his writings, is also one of the most 
seriously misleading. 

i am not prepared to say that the reaction of opinion 
produced by the new school of Indian historians has not 
been sometimes carried too far, but these writers have 
certainly dispelled much exaggeration and some positive 
falsehood Th^ have shown that, although under cir- 
cumstances of extreme difficulty and extraor&ry tempta- 
tion, some very bad things were done by Englishmen in 
India, these things were neither as numerous nor as grave 
as has been alleged. 
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generation were apt to imagine. In imposing commercial 
restrictions on the colonies and endeavouring to secore 
for the mother>coontry the monopoly of their trade, we 
merely acted upon ideas that were then almost uni* 
versally received, and our commercial code was on the 
tvhole less illiberal than that of other nations. Both 
Spain and France imposed restrictions on their colonies 
which were far more severe, and the English restrictions 
were at least mitigated by frequent partial relaxations 
and exceptions, by some important monopolies granted 
in favour of the colonies in the English market and by 
bounties encouraging several branches of colonial produce. 
It is at least certain that under the large measure of 
political liberty granted by the English Government to 
the English colonies their material prosperity, even in the 
worst period of commercial restriction, steadily and rapidly 
advanced. This has been clearly shown by more than 
one writer on our side of the Atlantic, but the subject 
has never been treated with more exhaustive know- 
ledge and more perfect impartiality than by an Amerieau 
writer— Mr. George Beer— whose work on the Com- 
mercial Policy of England has recently been published 
by Columbia College, in New York. No onq will now 
altogether defend Grenville’s policy of taxing America 
by the Imperial Parliament, but it ought not to be for- 
gotten that it was expressly provided that every farthing 
of this taxation was to be expended in America, and 
devoted to colonial defence. England had just terminated 
a great war, which, by expelling the Fiench from Canada, 
had been of inestimable advantage to her colonic, but 
which had left the mother-country almost crushed by 
debt. 
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The step which he took was no doubt a false one. As is 
so often the case in England, it was made worse by party 
changes and by party recriminations, and many later 
mistakes aggravated and embittered the original dispute ; 
bnt I think an impartial reader of this melancholy chapter 
of English history will come to the conclusion that these 
mistakes were by no means all on one side. 

It is a story which is certainly not without its lesson 
to our own time. It is very improbable that any future 
statesman will follow the example of George Grenville, 
and endeavour by Act of Parliament to impose taxation 
on a self-goveniing colony ; bnt it would be a grave error 
to suppose that the danger of unwise parliamentai^ inter- 
ference in Indian and colonial affairs has diminished. 
Great as are the advantages of telegraphs and newspapers 
in the government of the Empire, they are not without 
their drawbacks. Government by telegraph is a very 
dangerous thing, and there is, I fear, an increasing 
tendency to override local knowledge, and to apply 
Enolish standards and methods of govemjnent to wholly 
un-Knglish conditions. Ill-considered resolutions of the 
House of Commons, often passed in obedienen to some 
popular fad, and without any real intention of carrying 
them into effect ; language used in Parliament which is 
often due to no deeper motive than a desire to win the 
favour of some class of voters in an English constituency, 
may do as much as serious misgovemment to alienate 
great masses of British subjects beyond the sea. All 
really competent judges are agreed that one of the first 
conditions of successful government in India has been that 
Indian questions have for the most part been kept out of 
the range of English party politics, and that*Zhdian 
government has been conducted on principles essentially 
different from democratic government at home. 

On the whole, however, it is impossible to review the 
colom'al history of England without being struck with tho 
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many serious dangers that might easily have shattered 
the Empire, which were averted by wise statesmanship 
and timely — or at least not fatally tardy — concession. 
There was the question of the criminal population which 
we once transported to Australia. In the early stage of 
the colony, when the population was very sparse and the 
need for labour very imperative, this was not regarded 
as in any degree a grievsmce; but the time came when 
it became a grievance of the gravest kind, and the 
Imperial power had at length the wisdom to abandon it. 
There was the question of the different and hostile 
religious bodies existing in different portions of the 
Empire, at a time when the monopoly of political power 
by the members of a single Established Church, the 
exclusive endowment of its clergy, and the maintenance 
of the purely Protestant character of the English Govern- 
ment were cherished as religious duties by politicians at 
home. Yet at this very time an established and endowed 
iUoman Catholic Church was flourishing in Canada, and 
^jthere were numerous examples throughout the British 
dominions of the concurrent endowment of different 
plorms of religious belief by the State,' while in India it 
bstained, with an extreme, and sometimes even an 
^exaggerated, scrupulousness, from all measures that could 
by any possibility offend the native religious prejudices. 
iThere was the question of Slavery— though we were 
freed from the most difficult part of this problem by the 
;Secession of America. In addition, however, to its moral 
[aspects, it affected most vitally the material prosperity of 
some of our richest colonies ; it raised the very dangerous 
constitutional question of the right of the Imperial 
Farliammt to interfere with the internal affairs of a scdf- 
goveming colony, and it brought the Home Government 
mto more serious collision with the local Governments 

' See the enumeration of these endowments in Gladstone’s State and 
Church, Oh. IX. 
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than any qu^tion since the American Bevolution. 
Whatever may be thought of the wisdom of the 
measures by which we abolished slavery in our West 
Indian colonics, no one at least can deny the liberality 
of a Parliament which voted from Imperial resources 
twenty millions for the accomplishment of the work'. 
There was the conflict of race and creed which between 
1830 and 1840 had brought Canada to absolute rebellion, 
and threatened a complete alienation of Canadian feeling 
from the mother-country. This discontent was effectually 
allayed and dispelled by the union of Upper and Lower 
Canada under a system of constitutional government of 
the most liberal character, which gave the colonists on all 
subjects of internal legislation a legislative independence 
that was in practice almost complete. Considered as a 
measure of conciliation this has proved one of the most 
successful of the nineteenth century, and in spite of 
a few discordant notes it may be truly said that there 
are few greater contrasts in the present reign than are 
presented between Canadian feeling towa/rds the mother- 
country when Queen Victoria ascended the throne and 
Canadian feeling at the present hour. There was also 
the g^t and dangerous task to be accomplished of 
adapting the system of colonial government to the 
different stages of colonial development. There was 
a time when the colonies were so weak that they 
depended mainly on England for their protection; but, 
unlike some of the great colonising Powers of ancient 
and modem times, 'England never ^ew a direct tribute 
from her colonies, and, m spite of much unwise and some 
unjust legislation, I believe there was never a time when 
they were not on the whole beneBted by the coffnhction. 
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fullest powers, both of self-gOTenunent aud of federation. 
It is true that she still sends out a governor — usually 
drawn from the ranks of experienced and considerable 
English public men — to preside over colonial affairs. It 
is true that she retains a right of veto which is scarcely 
ever exercised except to prevent some intercolonial or 
international dispute, some act of violence, or some grave 
anomaly in the legislation of the Empire. It is true that 
colonial cases may be carried, on appeal, to an Elfish 
tribunal, representing the very highest judicial capacity 
of the mother-country, and free from all possibility and 
suspicion of partiality ; but I do not believe that any of 
these light ties are unpopular with any considerable 
section of the colonists. On the other hand, though it 
would be idle to suppose that our great colonies depend 
largely upon the mother-country, I believe that most 
colonists recognise that there is something in the weight 
and dignity attaching to fellow-membership and fellow- 
citizenship in a great Empire — something in the protection 
of the greatest navy in the world — something in the 
improved credit which connection with a very rich centre 
undoubtedly gives to colonial finance. 

It is the custom of our friends and neighbours on the 
Continent to bestow much scornful remark on the egotism 
of English policy, which attends mainly to the interests 
of the British Empire, and is not ready to make war for 
an idea and in support of the interests of others. I think, 
if it were necessary, we might fairly defend ourselves by 
showing that in the past we have meddled vrith the 
affiurs of other nations quite as much as is reasonable. 
For my own part, I conf^ that I distrust greatly these 
expknions of military benevolence. They tdwa]^ begin 
by killing a great many men. They usually end in ways 
that are not those of a disinterested philanthropy. Afto 
all, an egotism that mainly cmifines itself to the well- 
being of about a fifth part of' the globe cannot be said 



64 HISTORICAL AND POIJTICAL ESSAYS 

than any question since the American lie volution. 
Whatever may be thought of the wisdom of the 
measures by which we abolished slavery in our West 
Indian colonies, no one at least can deny the liberality 
of a Parliament which voted from Imiierial resources 
twenty millions for the accomplishment of the work*. 
There wa.s the conflict of race and creed which between 
1830 and 1840 had brought Canada to absolute rebellion, 
and threatened a complete alienation of Canadian feeling 
from the mother-country. This discontent was cfTectually 
allayed and dispelled by the union of Upper and Lower 
Canada under a system of constitutional government of 
the most liberal character, which gave the colonists on all 
subjects of internal legislation a legislative independence 
that was in practice almost compleli'. Considered as a 
measure of conciliation this has pn)ved one of the most 
successful of the nineteenth century, and in spite of 
a few discordant notes it may be truly said that there 
arc few greater contrasts in the present reign than are 
presented between Canadian feeling towards the mother- 
country when Queen Victoria ascended the throne and 
Canadian feeling at the present hour. There was also 
the great and dangerous task to be accomplished of 
adapting the system of colonial government to the 
different stages of colonial development. There was 
a time when the colonics were so weak that they 
depended mainly on England for their protection; but, 
unlike some of the great colonising Powers of ancient 
and modern times, England never drew a direct tribute 
from her colonies, and, in spite of much unwise and some 
unjust legislation, I believe there was never a time when 
they were not on the whole beneflted by the coflnbction. 
Soon, however, the colonies grew to the strength and 
maturity of nationhood, and the mother-country speedily 
recognised the fact, and allowed no unworthy or un- 
generous fears to restrain her from granting them the 
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fullest powers, both of self-government and of federation. 
It is true that she still sends out a governor— -usually 
drawn from the ranks of experienced and considerable 
English public men — to preside over colonial affairs. It 
is true that she retains a right of veto which is scarcely 
• ever exercised except to prevent some intercolonial or 
international dispute, some act of violence, or some grave 
anomaly in the legislation of the Empire. It is true that 
colonial cases may be carried, on appeal, to an En^sh 
tribunal, representing the very highest judicial capacity 
of the mother-coirntry, and free from all possibility and 
suspicion of partiality ; but I do not believe that any of 
these light ties are unpopular with any considerable 
section of the colonists. On the other hand, though it 
would be idle to suppose that our great colonies depend 
largely upon the mother-country, I believe that most 
colonists recognise that there is something in the weight 
and dignity attaching to fellow-membership and fellow- 
citizenship in a great Empire — something in the protection 
of the greatest navy in the world — something in the 
improved credit which connection with a very rich centre 
undoubtedly gives to colonial finance. 

It is the custom of our friends and neighbours on the 
Continent to bestow much scornful remarkon the egotism 
of English policy, which attends mainly to the interests 
of the British Empire, and is not ready to make war for 
an idea and in support of the interests of others. I think, 
if it were necessary, we might fairly defend ourselves by 
showing that in the past we have meddled with the 
affairs of other nations quite as much as is reasonable. 
For my own part, I confess that I distrust greatly these 
ex^kjsions of military benevolence. They always begin 
by killing a great many men. They usually end in ways 
that are not those of a disinterested philanthropy. After 
all, an egotism that mainly confines itself to the well- 
being of about a fifth part of the globe cannot be said 
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to be of a very narrow type, and it is essentially by her 
condnct to her own Empire that the part of England in 
promoting the happiness of mankind must be ultimately 
judged. It is indeed but too true that many of the 
political causes which have played a great part on plat- 
forms, in parties, and in Parliaments are of such a nature ‘ 
that their full attainment would not bring relief to one 
suffering human heart, or staunch one tear of pain, or 
addin any appreciable degree to the real happiness of a 
single home. But most assuredly Imperial questions tire 
not of this order. Bemember what India had been for 
countless ages before the establishment of British rule. 
Think of its endless wars of race and creed, its savage 
oppressions, its fierce anarchies, its barbarous customs ; 
and then consider what it is to have established for so 
many years over the vast space from the Himalayas to 
Cape Comorin a reign of perfect peace ; to have conferred 
upon more than two hundred and fifty millions of the 
human race perfect religious freedom, perfect security of 
life, liberty, and property ; to have planted in the midst 
of these teeming multitudes a strong central government, 
enlightened by the best knowledge of Western Europe 
and steadily occupied in preventing famine, alleviating 
disease, extirpating savage customs, multiplying the 
agencies of civilisation and progress. This is the true 
meaning of that system of government on which Mr. 
Cobden looked with ‘ an eye of despair.’ What work of 
human policy — I would even say what form of human 
philanthropy - has ever contributed more largely to reduce 
the great sura of human misery and to add to the possi- 
bilities of human happiness ? 

And if we turn to the other side of our Empire, 
although it is quite true that our great free colonies are 
fully capable of shaping their destinies for themselves, 
may we not truly say that these noble flowers have 
sprung from British and from Irish seeds ? May we not 
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say that the laws, the Constitutions, the habits of thought 
and character that have so largely made them what they 
are, are mainly of English origin? May we not even 
add that it is in no small part due to their place in 
the British Empire that these vast sections of the globe, 
with their diverse and sometimes jarring interests, have 
remained at perfect peace with us and with each other, 
and have escaped the curse of an exaggerated militarism, 
which is fast eating like a canker into the prosperity of 
the great nations of Europe ? 

■^Hien responsible govenimeut was conceded by the 
British Government to her more important colonies, 
it was done in the fullest and largest measure. Although 
the mother-country remained burdened with the task 
of defending them she made no reservation securing for 
herself free treide with her colonics or even preferential 
treatment, and she surrendered unconditionally to the 
local legislatures the waste and unoccupied lands which 
had long been regarded in England as held in trust for 
the benefit of the Empire ns a whole. The growing 
belief that the connection with the colonies was likely 
to be a very transitory one, and also the belief that free- 
trade doctrines were likely speedily to prevail, no doubt 
influenced English statesmen, and it is not probable that 
any of them foresaw that both Canada and Australia 
would speedily make use of their newly acquired power 
to impose heavy duties on English goods. The strongly 
protectionist character which the English colonies 
assumed at a time when England had committed herself 
to the most extreme free-trade policy tended no doubt 
to separation, and when the English Government adopted 
the policy of withdrawing its garrisons from the colonies, 
.when the North Americ&n colonies, with the full assent 
of the mother-country, formed themselves into a great 
federation, and when a movement in the same direction 
sprang up in Australia, it was the opinion of some of the 
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most sagacions statesmen and thinkers in England that 
the time of separation was very near.* 

On the whole, however, these predictions have 
hitherto been falsified. The federation of North America 
and, at a later period, the federation of Australia have been 
followed by an increased and not a diminished disposition 
on the side of the colonists to draw closer the ties with 
the mother-country, while in England the popular 
imagination has been more and more impressed with 
the growing magnitude and importance of her colonial 
dominions. The tendency towards great political ag- 
glomerations based upon an affinity of race, language and 
creed, which has produced the Pan-Slavonic movement 
and the Pan-Germanic movement, and which chiefly 
made the unity of Italy, has not been without its influence 
in the English-speaking world, and it is felt that a close 
union between its several parts is essential if it is fully 
to maintain its relative position under the new conditions 
of the world. The English-speaking nations comprise 
the most rapidly increasing, the most progressive, the 
most happily situated nations of the earth, and if their 
power and influence are not wasted by internal quarrels 
their type of civilisation must one day become dominant 
in the world. 

Whether their harmony and unity are likely to be 
attained is one of the great problems of the future, but 
the ideal is one which every patriotic Englishman should 
at least set before him. It is not one which can be 
called an assured destiny, and to many the chances seem 
on the whole against it. Unexpected collisions of interest 
or passion or ambition may at any time mar the pro- 
spects, and in great democracies largely influenced by 
demagogues and by an irresponmble and anonymous Press 
there are always powerful agencies that do not make 
for peace. Immediate party interests both at home 
* See Cairnes’ Political EsaaySt 49-50i 56. 
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and in the colonies too frequently blind men to distant 
and ulterior consequences, and the many iU'Wishers 
to the British Empire are sure to direct their policy 
largely to its disruption. The natural bond of union 
of a great Empire is economical unity, binding its several 
parts together by a common system of free trade and 
by a common commercial policy towards other Powers. 
Unfortunately the profoundly different policy adopted 
on these matters in England and her colonies has made 
such a Union almost impracticable, and it is quite possible 
for the English colonies to be united by closer commercial 
ties with foreign countries than with the mother-country. 
The question of the common defence of the Empire and 
the question of the representation of the colonies in 
Imperial politics are also questions of great difficulty 
and of pressing importance. 

Something has been done showing at least a dis- 
position to meet them. The concession of preferential 
duties in favour of England by some of our most im- 
portant colonies, the small subsidies made to the main- 
tenance of the British navy, and the far more important 
military assistance given by the colonies to the mother- 
country in the Egyptian and the South African wars 
are indicative of the feeling of closer unity which has 
grown up between England and her colonies, and in 
addition to the appointment of Agents-General, the 
introduction of a few eminent colonial judges into the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, which is the 
Supreme Court of Appeal of the Empire, has given the 
colonies some real representation in Imperial affairs. 
Much more, however, in this direction may be done. 
Therb nave been several instances of eminent colonials 
■obtaining seats in the English House of Commons to the 
^at advantage of the Empire, but a regular representa- 
tion of the colonies in this assembly may, I think, be dis- 
missed as altogether impracticable. The mete ffistance 
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is a safficient objection, and at least nine-tenths of the 
basiness of the House of Conamons deals with purely 
£n£[lish questions depending for their wise solution 
on inherited English habits and on compromises with 
existing institutions, and a large proportion of them 
are problems which have been already dealt with iff 
the colonies on other grounds and without any of the 
complexities of an old country. What reason could 
there be for calling in the colonists to adjudicate, 
perhaps even to turn the balance, on questions relating 
to English education, English licensing laws, English 
taxation, English dispositions of property ? The difficulty 
of distinguishing IwtWM'n Imperial and local questions 
would be insuperable. The division of the House into 
two categories of members with distinct spheres of voting 
power would prove unworkable, and the colonial repre- 
sentatives would during most of their time in Parlia- 
ment have nothing to do. An increase in the number of 
peers drawn from the colonies would be less impracticable, 
but there would be much that is invidious in the choice ; 
much danger that the colonial peers living in England 
would get out of touch vrith the colonies and become an 
object of envy and jealousy ; and English lawyers do not 
think that a large infusion of colonial law peers would 
raise the competence of the Supreme Judicial Tribunal 
of the Empire, which represents at present the highest 
legal talent and attainments in England and deals mainly 
with English legal questions. A Consultative Council, 
however, consisting of the Agents-General and perhaps 
reinforced by additional colonial representatives and 
dealing exclusively with Imperial questions, does not 
seem wholly impracticable, and many competenf judges 
believe that a supreme legal tribunal for dealing with, 
inter-colonial and international conflicts might be con- 
structed which would be both more efficient and more 
representative than any that now exists. 
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It is probable, however, that the tme tie that most 
unite the different portions of the Empire must be mainly 
a moral one. In the conditions of modem life no power 
is likely to maintain long a vast, scattered, heterogeneous 
Empire if the central governing power within it has 
declined ; if through want of efficiency, or moral energy, 
or moral purity, it ceases to win the respect of its sever^ 
parts. It is no less tme that the cohesion can only be 
permanently maintained by the wide diffusion of a larger 
and Imperial patriotism, pervading the whole like a vital 
principle ; binding men by the ties of pride and of affec- 
tion to the great Empire to which they belong, and 
subordinating to its maintenance local and party and 
class interests. If this spirit dies out, the movement of 
disintegration is sure to begin. No political machinery, 
no utilitarian calculation, will in the long mn be powerful 
enough to arrest it. 

What may be the future place of these islands in the 
government of the world no human being can foretell. 
Nations, as history but too plainly shows, have their 
periods of decay' as well as their periods of growth. The 
balance of power in the world is constantly shifting. 
Maxims and influences very different from those which 
made England what she is are in the ascendant, and the 
clouds upon the horizon are neither few nor slight. But, 
whatever fate may be in store for these islands, and for 
the political unity we so justly prize, we may at least 
confidently predict that no revolution in human affairs 
can now destroy the future ascendancy of the English 
language and of the Imperial race. Whatever mis- 
fortunes, whatever humiliations the future may reserve 
to us, th%y cannot deprive England of the glory of having 
. Qieated this mighty Empire. 

Not Hoaven itaelf uMn the Past has power. 

But what has been, nas been — and we have had our hour. 
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The kind of interest which belongs to Irish history is 
curionsly different from that which attaches to the history 
of England and to that of most of the great nations of 
the Continent, In very few histories do we find so little 
national unity or continuous progress, or such long spaces 
which are almost wholly occupied by perplexed, petty 
internal broils, often stained by atrocious crimes, but 
turning on no large issue and leading to no clear or 
stable results. Except during the great missionary period 
of the sixth and seventh centuries, and during a brief 
portion of the eighteenth century, we have little of the 
interest that arises from dramatic situations or shining 
characters, and in few countries has the highest intellect 
been, on the whole, so slightly connected vrith the 
administration of affairs. To a philosophical student of 
politics, however, Irish history possesses an interest of 
the highest order. It is an invaluable study of morbid 
anatomy. In very few histories can we trace so clearly 
the effects of political and social circumstances in forming 
national character ; the calamity of missed opportunities 
and of fluctuating and procrastinating policy ; the foll^ of 
attempting to govern by the same methods and institutions 
nations that are wholly different in their characters and 
their civilisation. 

The idea which still floats vaguely in many minds that 
Ireland, before the arrival of the Normans, was a single , 
and independent nation, is wholly false. Ireland was not 
a nation, but a collection of separate tribes and kingdoms, 
engaged in almost constant warfare. In this respect. 
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same path as England or France. Much stren dm oeeo 
justly laid on the disorganising influence of a long suc- 
cession of Danish invasions, though it must be remembered 
that Ireland owes to the Danes the foundation of some of 


her most important cities. Roman conquest, which in- 
troduced into most of Europe invaluable elements of 
order, organisation, and respect for law, never extended 
to Ireland. The Anglo-Norman invasion and conquest 
produced consequences which were almost wholly evil. If 
the invaders had been driven from the Irish shore, the 
natural course of development would, no doubt, have 
been in time continued. If the invaders had completely 
conquered Ireland, a fusion might have taken place as 
complete and as healthy as in England. Neither of these 
two events occurred. The English conquest was pro- 
longed over nearly four hundred years. A hostile and 
separate power tvas planted in the centre of Ireland, 
sufficiently powerful to prevent the formation of another 
civilisation, yet not sufficiently powerful to impose a 
civilisation of its own. Feudalism was introduced, but 
the keystone of the system, a strong resident sovereign, 
was wanting, and Ireland was soon tom by the wars of 
great Anglo-Norman nobles, who were, in fact, indepen- 
dent sovereigns, much like the old Irish kings. The Scotch 
invasion of the fourteenth century added enormously to 
the anarchy and confusion; the English power as a 
living reality contracted to the narrow limits of the pale ; 
in outlyiflg districts the Anglo-Norman assimilated 
quickly with the Celtic element, while the English 
legislators in Ireland, alarmed at the tendency, made it 
the main object of their policy, in the words of Sir John 
Davies, * to make a perpetual separation and enmity 
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between the i^nglish and Irish, pretending no doubt that 
the English should in the end root out the Irish.’ 

Such a state of things continued till the long and terrible 
wars of Henry VIII. and Elizabeth broke the power of 
the independent chiefs and of the Celtic clans, and gdve 
Ireland, for the hrst time, a political unity. It is one 'of 
the great infelicities of Irish history that this result was 
obtained at the very period of the Befonuation. The con- 
querors adopted one religion, while the conquered retained 
the other, and thus a new and most enduring barrier was 
raised between the two nations in Ireland, and a pernicious 
antagonism was established between law and religion. 

Another influence not less powerful than religion had 
at the same time Qome into play. It had become the 
English policy to place great bodies of English and Scotch 
settlers on the laud that was confiscated in consequence 
of rebellion, and under the impulse of the strong spirit of 
adventure which grew up in the generation that followed 
the Reformation, streams of English and Scotch adven- 
turers poured over. The great settlement of Ulster under 
James I. proved ultimately a success, and laid the founda- 
tion of the prosperity of that province. Other plantations 
were in time absorbed and assimilated by the Celtic popula- 
tion ; but vast revolutions in the ownership of land, 
accompanied by the subversion of the old tribal customs, 
laid the foundation of an agrarian war which still con- 
tinues. 

Belimons and agrarian causes combined with the civil 
war in England to produce the great rebellion of 1641 
and the eleven years of ghastly, exterminating war which 
followed. Hardly any page in human history is more 
appalling. A full third of the population bf Ireland 
perished. Thirty or forty thousand oi the most energetic 
left the country and took service in foreign armies. 
Great tracts were left absolutely depopulated, and after 
the rearrsingement of land, which was accomplished by 
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the Act of Settlement, the immense preponderance of 
landed property remained in the hands of the Protestant 
nation. 

New elements, however, of great energy had been 
planted in Ireland, and the field had been thrown open 
to their exertions. The excellence of Irish wool and 
the cheapness of Irish labour laid the foundation of a 
flourishing woollen manufacture, and with peace, mild 
administration, and much practical tolerance, the wounds 
of the country seemed gradually healing. The later 
Stuart reigns, which form a dark page in English history, 
were a period of considerable prosperity in Ireland, but 
that period was soon interrupted by the Revolution. 
There was no general or passionate rising in Ireland 
resembling that of 1641, but it was inevitable that the 
Irish Catholics should have adopted the side of the 
Catholic King, and it was equally inevitable that when 
a Catholic Parliament, consisting largely of sons of the 
men whose properties had recently been confiscated, had 
assembled at Dublin, its members should have made a 
desperate effort to reverse their fortunes and replace the 
land of the country mainly in Catholic hands. The 
battle of the Boyne shattered the Catholic hopes, and it 
was followed by a new confiscation, by a new emigration 
of the ablest and most energetic Catholics, by a long 
period of commercial restraints, penal laws, and complete 
Protestant ascendancy. 

The commercial restraints formed part of a protective 
policy which was at that time general in Em'ope, and 
which was severely felt in the American colonies. Though 
it did not absolutely originate in, it was greatly intensified 
by, the Revolution, which gave the manufacturing and 
.commercial classes a new power in English government, 
^he linen manufacture was spared, but the total de- 
struction by law of the flourishing woollen manufacture, 
followed by a number of restrictions imposed on other 

F 
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branches of industey, deprived Ireland of her most 
prmnising sources of wealth, drove great multitudes of 
energetic Prot^tants out of the country, and threw the 
people more and more upon the soil as almost their sole 
means of support. 

, The penal laws against the Catholics accompanied or 
closely followed the commercial restraints. The blame 
of them may be divided with some equality between the 
Government of England and the Parliament of Ireland. 
It was the Irish Parliament which enacted these laws, 
but an English Act hrst made the Irish Parliament exclu* 
sively Protestant, and the whole legislation was carried 
at a time when the Irish Purliament was coinpk'hdy 
dependent, and incompetent even to discuss .any measure 
without the previous approbation of the English Goveni- 
ment. In order to judge this legislation with equity, 
it must be remembered that in tho beginning of the 
eighteenth century restrictive laws against Ih’Otestautisin 
in Catholic countries, and against Catholicism in Pro- 
testant ones, almost universally prevailed. The laws 
against Irish Catholics were, on the wholti, Jess stringent 
than those against Catholics in England. They were 
largely modelled after the French legislation against the 
Huguenots, but persecution in Ireland never approached 
in severity that of Louis XIV., and was absolutely in- 
significant compared with that which had extirpate*d 
Protestantism and Judaism from Spain. The code, 
however, was not mainly the product of religious feeling, 
but of policy, and in this respect it has been defended in 
its broad outlines, though not in all its details, by such 
Irishmen as Charlemont, Flood, and Parsons. They 
argued that at the close of a long period of savage civil 
war it was absolutely necessary for a small minority, who . 
found themselves in possession of the goveminent and 
land of the country, to deprive the conquered and hostile 
majority of every element of political and military strength. 
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This was the real object of the code. It was a measnse 
of self-defence justified by necessity and by the fact tiiat 
it produced in Ireland for the space of about eighty years 
the most ^fect tranquillity. 

There is much truth in these considerations, but it is 
also true -that the penal code produced more pernicious 
moral, social, and political effects than many sanguinary 
persecutions. In other countries disqualifying or per- 
secuting laws were directed against small fractions of the 
nation. In Ireland they were directed against the bulk 
of the community. Being supported by little or no 
genuine religious fanaticism or proselytising ardour, they 
made few Protestants except in the upper orders, where 
many conformed in order to keep their land or to enter 
professions ; but they drove nearly all the best and most 
energetic Catholics to the Continent ; they discouraged 
industry ; closed the door of knowledge ; taught the 
people to look upon law as something hostile to religion ; 
introduced division and immorality into families by the 
rewards they offered to apostasy ; and condemned the 
whole country to poverty and impotence by fatally 
depressing the great majority of its people. Under the 
influence of the penal laws the Catholics inevitably 
acquired the vices of serfs, and the Protestants the vices 
of monopolists. A great portion of the code was pro- 
nounced, with good reason, to be flagrantly opposed to 
the articles of the Treaty of Limerick, and it completed 
the work of the confiscations by making the landlord 
class in Ireland almost wholly Protestant, while the great 
majority of the tenantry were Catholics. 

There was a moment, however, in the beginning of 
the centflry when the whole current of Irish history 
.might easily have changed. Scotland had suffered, like 
Ireland, from the protective policy that followed the 
Beyolution, and her independent Parliament had re- 
taliated by measures which threatened the speedy 
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separation of the two crowns, and soon led to a legis- 
lative Union. In Ireland such a Union was ardently 
desired by enlightened Irishmen, and there is every 
reason to believe that it could then have been carried 
with universal consent. The Catholics were perfectly 
passive, and would gladly have accepted a change which 
withdrew them from the direct government of the 
conquerors in a recent civil w’ar. The Protestants had 
as yet no distinctively national feeling, and a legislative 
Union would have emancipated their industry and added 
enormously to their security. Molyneux, the first great 
champion of the legislative independence of Ireland, 
emphatically declared that he and those who thought 
with him would gladly have accepted the alternative of 
a Union, and both the Irish Houses of Parliament voted 
addresses in favour of such a measure. If it had been 
carried, Ireland would have been at least saved from the 
exils that rose from the commercial restrictions and from 
the extreme jobbing that grew up around the local 
legislature, and she would, perhaps, have been saved from 
some parts of the penal code. But the golden oppor- 
tunity was lost. The hlnglish commercial classes dreaded 
Irish competition in their markets, and the petition of 
the Irish legislature was di.sregarded. 

Nearly seventy years of quiet followed. The establish- 
ment of the Hanoverian dynasty, the Jacobite risings of 
1715 and 1745, the different wars in which England was 
engaged, left Ireland absolutely undisturbed. The House 
of Commons then sat for a whole reign and met only 
every second year. It was completely subservient to the 
English Privy Council, and it consisted so largely of 
nomination boroughs that a few great nobles commanded 
a decisive preponderance, and they practically conducted 
the government and administwed the patronage of 
Ireland. There was great jobbing and corruption, but 
taxation, on the whole, was exceedingly light, and there 
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was no tendency to throw it unduly on the poor, or to 
create in Ireland any of the many feudal burdens that 
prevailed in France and Germany. The practical evil 
most felt was the system of tithes for the support of the 
Protestant establishment, and it was aggravated by a 
very unfair exemption of pasture land, and also by the 
prevailing system of farming out tithes to a class of men 
known as tithe proctors. In the country districts all 
power was concentrated in the hands of the landlords, 
who, with many faults and under many difficulties, at 
least succeeded in attaining a large measure of genuine 
popularity. 

There was an Irish army of twelve thousand men, but 
the greater part of it was always sent abroad in time of 
war, and Ireland was then often left with not more than 
Ave thousand soldiers. No militia and no constabulary 
force existed, but when Whitcboy or other disturbances 
arose, the landlords put themselves at the head of their 
tenantry, and usually succeeded in suppressing them. 
Law was very ^ittle observed; industrial virtues were at 
the lowest ebb ; there was abundance of drunkenness, 
idleness, turbulence, neglect of duty, extreme ignorance, 
and extreme poverty ; but there was not much real 
oppression or religious bigotry, and there were no signs 
of political disturbance or conspiracy. After a few years 
the portions of the penal code which restricted the 
Catholic worship became a dead letter, and Catholic 
chapels were everywhere rising on the Protestant estates. 
The monopoly, however, of place and power continued, 
though the legal profession was full of professing 
converts^ The theological temperature in both sects had 
greatly subsided. Land was usually let by the oMmer on 
long leases, and at very low rents, to tenants who almost 
invariably divided and sublet their tenancies. 

At a later period of the century, when population pressed 
closely on subsistence, the system of middlemen produced 



70 HISTORICAL AND FOLCTIOAL ESSAYS 

a fierce competition which raised rent in the lower g^es 
to an enormous height, but this evil was less felt with a 
scanty population, and the hierarchy of tenants at leont 
saved the landlords from the dangerous isolation which 
their circumstances tended to produce. Arthur Young, 
who examined the condition of the counti^ very carefuUy 
between 1776 and 1778, perceived great signs of growii^g 
prosperity, especially in the towns, and, although ag) • 
culture was far behind that of England, he found a 
considerable number of active, intelligent, and improving 
landlords. In the opinion of Young the rental of Ireland 
was unduly and unnaturally low, but he urged the land- 
lords to exercise a more direct and controlling influence 
over their estates, and he recommended them, for this 
purpose, to give leases for shorter periods and gi'adually 
to abolish the system of middlemen and subletting. 

In the north there was a powerful, intelligent Pro- 
testant community, with a strong leaning to republicanism. 
They were chiefly Presbyterians, end they resented bitterly 
the commercial restriction.s and the obligation of paying 
tithes to an Episcopal church. The Irish Parliament 
was so constituted that they had no political power at all 
equivalent to their importance, and, like the Presbyterians 
in England, they were burdened by the Test Act, and 
their marriages were only valid if celebrated in the 
Established Church. The great power of the bishops, 
both in the Privy Council and in the House of Lords, 
formed a very serious obstacle to church reform. In all 
classes of Protestants, however, in the closing years of 
George II., there was a strong resentment at the political 
subjection of Ireland, and a determination to pbtain, if 
possible, those constitutional rights which the lievolution 
of 1688 had secured for England. 

It is impossible, within the narrow limits assigned to 
me, to give even a sketch of the successive stages by 
which the independence of the Irish Parliament was 
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established. The movement began with the Octennial 
Act, limiting the duration of Parliament, and it came 
to full maturity during the war of the American Bevolu- 
tion. Among the Irish Catholics there appears to 
have been absolutely no sympathy with the American 
cause, but Ulster Protestantism was enthusiastically on 
the side of America. Presbyterians from Ulster bore 
a considerable part in the American armies, and under 
the influence of American example public opinion in 
Ireland rapidly advanced. The great Volunteer movement 
of 1778 and the following years was originated by the 
fact that the Government could supply no troops for the 
defence of Ulster at a time when it was in imminent danger 
of attack from France. The Protestant gentrj' called 
their people to arms ; and a great Protestant force was 
created, which not only secured the country against 
foreign danger and maintained the most perfect internal 
order, but also exercised a decisive influence over Irish 
politics. Volunteer conventions were assembled which 
represented both proi)erty and educated Protestant 
opinion much more truly than the borough Parliament, 
and which loudly demanded free trade and Parliamentary 
independence. Grattan made himself the mouthpiece 
of the popular feeling ; and the English Government and 
Parliament yielded to the demand. The whole system 
of commercial restraints, which prevented Ireland from 
developing her resources and trading with foreign countries 
and the British colonies, was abolished, leaving the 
commercial intercourse between Great Britain and Ireland 
to be regulated by special Acts. The power of the Privy 
Council over legislation was abolished. Thu appellate 
jurisdiction of the Irish Housii of Lords was restored, 
and, above all, the sole competence of the King, Lords, 
and Commons of Ireland to legislate for Ireland was 
recognised. The Irish Parliament nearly at the same 
time made great steps towards uniting the people by 
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relieving the Presbyteriftns from the Test Act and from 
the restrictions on their marriages, and the Catholics 
from those i>arts of the penal code which chiefly restrained 
their worship, their education, and their industry. At 
the same time the Protestant monopoly of political power 
and of the higher offices remained. ^ 

Ireland thus found herself in possession of a Parlia- 
ment which was, in name at least, perfectly independent. 
It was a purely Protestant Parliame/it, elected by 
Protestants, consisting mainly of landlords and great 
Protestant law}'ers, and representing pre-eminently the 
property of the country. It was intensely and exclusively 
loyal, and always ready to adopt far more stringent 
coercive measures against anarchy and sedition than 
have ever been adopted by an Imperial Parliament. It 
included many men of great talents and great liberality, 
and through the county constituencies and the repre- 
sentatives of the chief towns educated public opinion was 
seriously felt within its walls ; but the large majority of its 
members sat for nomination boroughs within the control 
of the Government, and places and pensions were inordin- 
ately multiplied for the purpose of securing a majority. 

Could this constitution last? In framing the course 
of foreign and Imperial policy, in all questions of peace 
or war, of negotiations or alliances, the Irish Parliament 
had no voice. Yet it might in time of war, by with- 
holding its concurrence, withdraw the whole weight of 
Ireland from the forces and fatally dislocate the policy of 
the Umpire. It might pursue a commercial policy abso- 
lutely inconsistent with Imperial interests, and bring 
Ireland into intimate commercial connection with the 
enemies of England; and if English party spirit ex- 
tended to Ireland and ran in opposite directions in the 
two legislatures, a collision was inevitable. The Lord 
Lieutenant ^nd Chief Secretary, who administered the 
government of Ireland, were appointed by a British 
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Ministry representing the dominant British party; the 
counsels of the Irish Government were framed in a 
British Cabinet; the royal consent was ipven to every 
Irish Bill under the Great Seal of Great Britain and upon 
the advice of a British Minister. If a machine so con- 
stituted could work as long as it was in the hands of 
a small and undoubtedly loyal and largely influenced 
class, could it work if Parliamentary reform made the 
Irish Parliament subject to the fierce and fluctuating 
tides of popular opinion? above all, if Catholic enfran- 
chisement brought a vast, ignorant, and possibly seditious 
element into political life ? 

It was the recorded opinion of each successive Lord 
Lieutenant who administered the Irish Government after 
1782 that it could not, and that it must sooner or later 
end cither in a union or a separation. They said this, 
though they fully acknowledged the perfect loyalty 
hitherto shown by the Irish Parliament; the liberality 
with which it voted its supplies ; the care with which 
it subordinated its particular measures to the general 
interests of the ilmpire. The failure — not solely or even 
mainly through Irish fault — of an attempt to establish 
a fixed commercial arrangement between England and 
Ireland, and a difference between the British and Irish 
Parliaments on the Imperial question of a regency, 
strengthened the opinion of the English Government, 
and for many years before the Union was enacted it was 
in contemplation. On the two great and pressing ques- 
tions at issue this policy exercised a powerful influence. 
The Government obstinately resisted every serious attempt 
to reform the Parliament, lest they should lose that con- 
trolling p(^ver which they believed to be essential to the 
permanence of the connection. On the Catholic question 
their views were more fluctuating, but their dominant 
imper^^sion was that emancipation could only be safely 
ooDcOvW in an Imperial Parliament, and that it ought 
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to be reserved as a boon which might one day make a 
legislative Union acceptable to the Irish people. 

In Ireland, or at least in Protestant Ireland, the idea 
of a Union was now intensely unpopular, but the re- 
formers in the Irish Parliament were seriously divided. 
Flood and Charlemont desired Parliamentary reform -on 
a purely Protestant basis. They believed that this would 
include in political life the bulk of the property, loyalty, 
intelligence, and energy of the country, and that the Irish 
Catholics could not for a long period be safely admitted 
to political power. Grattan, on the other hand, believed 
that it was the first interest of Ireland to efface the 
political distinction between tlu; two cre*?ds and nations, 
and that an introduction of a certain proportion of 
Catholic gentry into the Irish I’arliaiuent would bo in 
the highest degree benefici.tJ. lie, at the same time, 
iilways taught that Ireland was utterly unfit for de- 
mocracy, and that under her peculiar conditions no 
policy could be more disastrous than t)ne which would 
‘ destroy the influence of landed property ’ ; ‘set popu- 
lation adrift from the influence of x>r()perty ’ ; subvert or 
weaken th<' guiding influence of the loyal and educated. 
When the United Irishmen proposed a lleform Bill which 
would have made the Irish I’arliameut a purely democratic 
body, Grattan denounced it with the greatest vehemence. 

‘ This plan of personal representation,’ he said, ‘ from 
a revolution of power, would speedily lead to a revolution 
of properly, and become a plan of plunder as well as 
a scene of confusion. ... Of such a representation the 
first ordinance would be robbery, accompanied with the 
circumstance incidtmtal to robbery, murder.’ He believed, 
however, that with a Hubstaiitial property qitalification 
independent constituencies might bn formed which would, 
safely represent the best elements of both creeds. 

The denial of parliamentary reform and Catholic 
emancipation, and the refusal of the Irish Parliament to 
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deal with the still niore pressing question of tithes, pro- 
duced much disaffection ; but still the country was steadily 
improving, and no serious danger was felt till the French 
Revolution burst upon Europe. In every country it 
stimulated the smouldering elements of disorder. In few 
countries was its influence more fatal than in Ireland. 
1 have very lately described at length the terrible years 
of growing conspiracy, anarchy, and crime ; of fluctuating 
policy, and savage repression, and revived religious ani- 
mosity, and maddening panic, deliberately and malignantly 
fomented, that preceded and prepared the rebellion. It 
is sufficient here to say that in the beginning of 1798 
three provinces were organised to assist a French invasion. 
But at the last moment the leaders were betrayed and 
arrested ; the French did not arrive ; the rebellion was 
almost confined to a few Leinster counties, and it broke 
out without leaders and without a plan. In most places 
the rebels proved to be wretched bands of marauders 
intent only on plunder, and, although they committed 
many murders, they were utterly incapable of meeting 
the loyalists in the field. But in Wexford, priests put 
themselves at the head of the movement and turned it 
into a religions w'ar, deriving its main force from religious 
fanaticism, and waged with desperate courage and ferocity. 
The massacre of Protestants on Vinegar Hill, in Sculia- 
boguc Bam, and on Wexford Bridge, and the general 
character the rebellion in Leinster assumed, at once and 
for ever checked all that tendency to rebellion which had 
so long existed among the Protestants of Ulster. Some 
twenty thousand persons perished before the flame was 
extinguished. The repression was as savage as the 
rebellion, and it left Ireland torn by fiercer religious 
animosities than at any period since the Restoration. 

It will dispel many illusions if the reader will re- 
member that the great Irish rebellion was directed mainly 
against the Irish Parliament, and that it received its 
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death-blow from Irish loyalists acting under that Parlia- 
ment before any assistance arrived from England. The 
conspiracy began among Protestants and Deists, who 
aimed at a union of sects for the purpose of obtaining 
a democratic republic. It turned into a war which was 
scarcely less essentially religious than the wars of the 
Cevennes or of the Anabaptists. Yet two great Catholic 
provinces remained quiet during the struggle, and a great 
proportion of the loyalist force which crushed the re- 
bellion consisted of Catholic militia. 

The English Government thought that the time had 
now come for carrying a legislative Union, and, in the 
eyes of Lord Cornwallis at least, one of its chief recom- 
mendations was that it would take the government of 
Ireland out of the hands of the triumphant party, and 
would make Catholic cmancipsition a possibility. The 
Catholic bishops were sounded and found to bo very 
favourable. They declared their full willingness to accept 
an endowment for the priesthood and to give the English 
Government a right of veto on cjnscopal appointments, 
and they warmly, efficiently, and unanimously supported 
the Union. The groat majority of the Catholic landed 
gentry and probably of the lower priests were on the same 
side ; but in general the Catholic laity seem to have 
shown little iniUircst and to have taken little part in the 
contest. In Dublin, Clatholics as well as Protestants 
were generally hostile, hut CatViolic Cork was decidedly 
favourable, and an assurance that the Government desired 
to cany emancipation in an Imperial Parliament proved 
sufficient to prevent any serious Catholic opposition. 
The United Irishmen seem to have witnessed richer with 
pleasure than the reverse the dethroncTiient of the ^dy 
which had defeated them, and the Presbyterians showed 
scarcely any interest in the question. 

Yet outside the ranks of the Catholic clergy the 
measure found few active supporters, while the Pro- 
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testants of the Established Church were in general 
ardently and passionately hostile. The great majority 
of the county members and the great preponderance of 
petitions were against the Union, and the opposition to 
it, which was led by Foster, Grattan, Parsons, and 
Plunket, comprised nearly all the independent and un- 
bribed talent in Parliament. The very eminent ability 
of that small group of Protestant gentlemen never flashed 
more brightly than in the closing scenes, and there was 
a moment when the attitude of the Orangemen and the 
yeomanry was so menacing that the Government were 
seriously alarmed. But a lavish distribution of peerages 
and places purchased a majority, and the troops stationed 
in Ireland were too numerous for armed opposition to 
be possible. In truth, however, no opposition beyond the 
dimensions of a riot was to be feared. Outside Dublin, 
Catholic, Presbyterian, and seditious Ireland remained 
almo.st indifferent. Even before the measure had passed, 
opposition speakers complained bitterly that they were 
deserted by popular support ; and it is a memorable 
fact that in the general election that followed the Union 
not a single Irish member of Parliament was defeated 
because he had voted for it. 

Pitt intended the Union to be immediately followed 
by measures admitting the Catholics into the Imperial 
Parliament, paying the priests, and commuting the tithes. 
If these three measures, or even if the last two (which 
were, in truth, the most important), had been promptly 
carried, the Union might have become popular. The 
Catholic question had, of late, been greatly mis- 
managed. The chief men who directed the government 
in Ireland were bitterly opposed to any concession of 
.political power to the Catholics, but the views of the 
English Ministers had been materially changed.- They 
desired above all things to separate the Catholics from 
the United Irishmen, and in 1793 they forced upon their 
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reluctant advisers in Ireland an Act which extended the 
sufirage to the vast ignorant Catholic masses, though it 
left the Catholic gentry still excluded from Parliament. 
Two years later Lord Fitzwilliam was sent over with 
instructions to postpone the question if possible, but with 
authority, as he believed, to carry emancipation if it could 
not be postponed, and he found the Irish Parliament 
perfectly prepared to pass it. But the opposition of the 
King and a question of patronage produced a. fatal division 
and led to the recall of the Viceroy. The passions aroused 
by the rebellion greatly increased the difficulties of admit- 
ting Catholics to a separate Parliament, but there is clear 
evidence that at the time of the Union the Irish Pro- 
testants were in favour of their admission into the Imperial 
one. The dispositions of the King were well known, but 
it was believed that, if the scheme of Pitt was submitted 
to him as the matured policy of a united Cabinet, he 
must have yielded. It is well known how the plan was 
prematurely revealed ; how Pitt resigned office when the 
King refused his consent ; how the agitation of the 
question threw the King into an access of insanity ; and 
how Pitt then promised that he would not again raise it 
during the reign. Pitt’s conduct on this occasion is, and 
probably alw'ays will be, differently judged. There can 
be but one opinion of its calamitous effect upon Irish 
history. 

Ninety years have passed since the Union, and the 
conditions of Ireland have completely changed. The 
whole system of religious disqualification and commercial 
disability has long since passed away. Every path has 
been thrown open, and English professions, as well as 
the great Colonial and Indian services, are croMed with 
Irishmen. The Established Church no longer exists. 
Bepresentation has been placed on a broadly democratic 
basis, giving Ireland, however, an absurdly dispropor- 
tioned weight in the representation of the kingdom, and 
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its poorest and most backward districts an absurdly dis- 
proportioned weight in the representation of Ireland. 
Finally, an attempt has been made to put down agrarian 
agitation by legislation to which there is no real parallel 
in English history, and some parts of which would have 
bcei^ impossible under the Constitution of the United 
States. Landlords who possessed by the clearest title 
known to English law the most absolute ownership of 
their estates have been converted into mere rent-chargers. 
Tenants who entered upon their tenancies under formal 
written contracts, for limited periods have been rooted 
for ever on the soil, lients have been reduced by judicial 
sentence, with complete disregard both to previous con- 
tracts and to market value, and the legal owner has had 
no option of refusing the change and re-entering on the 
occupation of his land. A scheme of purchase, too, based 
upon Imperial credit, has been established and will 
probably soon be largely extended, which is so extrava- 
gantly and almost grotesquely favourable to the tenant 
that it enables him by paying for the space of forty-nine 
years, instead of his reduced judicial rent, an annual sum 
which is considerably smaller, to purchase the freehold of 
his farm. It is a simple and incontestable truth that 
neither in the United States, nor in England, nor in any 
portion of the Continent of Europe, is the agricultural * 
tenant so favoured by law as in Ireland, or anything of 
the nature of landlord oppression made so impossible. 
But though agitation has diminished, it has not ceased, 
and the great body of the poorer Catholics still follow the 
banner of Home llule. 

About a third of the population of Ireland, on the 
other hand^ regard Home liule as the greatest catastrophe 
that could j^fall themselves, their country, or the Empire ; 
and it is worthy of notice that they include almost all the 
descendants of Grattan’s Parliament, and of the volunteers 
and of those classes who in the eighteenth century sustained 
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the spirit of nationality in Ireland. Belfast and the sar- 
rounding counties, which alone in Ireland have attained 
the full height and vigour of English industrial civilisation ; 
almost all the Protestants, both Episcopalian and Non- 
conformist ; almost all the Catholic gentry ; the decided 
preponderance of Catholics in the lay professions, and a 
great and guiding section of the Catholic middle-class are 
on the same side. Their conviction does not rest upon any 
abstract doctrine about the evil of federal governments or 
of local parliaments. It rests upon their hrm persuasion 
that in the existing conditions of Ireland no Parliament 
could be established there which could lie trusted to fulfil 
the most elementary conditions of honest government — to 
maintain law ; to protect property ; to observe or enforce 
contracts; to secure the rights and liberties of individuals 
and minorities ; to act loyally in times of difhculty and 
danger in the interests of the Empire. 

They know that the existing Home Rule movement has 
grown up by the guidance and by the support of men who 
are implacable enemies to the British Empire; that it has 
been for yehrs the steady object of its loaders to inspire 
the Irish maases with feelings of hatred to that Empire, 
contempt for contracts, defiance of law and of those who 
administer it ; that, having signally failed in rousing the 
‘•agricultural population in a national struggle, those 
leaders resolved to turn the movement into an organised 
attack upon landed property ; that in the prosecution of 
this enterprise they have been guilty, not only of measures 
which are grossly and palpably dishonest, but also of an 
amount of intimidation, of cruelty, of systematic disregard 
for individual freedom scarcely paralleled in any country 
during the present century; and finally thiit, through 
subscriptions which are not drawn from Ireland, political 
agitation in Ireland has become a large and highly 
lucrative trade — a trade which, like most others, will no 
doubt continue as long as it pays. 
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The nature, methods, and objects of the organisation 
which would probably exercise a dominant influence 
over an Irish Parliament have been established by over- 
whelming evidence and beyond all reasonable doubt, after 
a long, careful, and most impartial judicial investigation. 
The report of the late Special Commissioners ‘ and the 
evidence on which it is founded have been published ; 
and their conclusions have very recently been summed up 
in an admirable work by Professor Dicey, perhaps the 
ablest of living writers on political subjects. Beaders 
may find in these works abundant evidence of the true 
character of the Irish Home Rule movement. If they 
read them with impartiality they will, I believe, have 
little difiiculty in concluding that there have been few 
political movements in the nineteenth century which are 
less deserving of the respect or support of honest men. 

' The Parnell Commission.— E p. 
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It was atx)at four years before the great upheaval 
of beliefs in England, which was paruy caused and 
psfftly disclosed by tiie publication of the ‘Essays and 
Reviews/ in 1860, that I entered Trinity, College, Dublin. 
I had then a strong leaning toward thcblogical studies 
and looked forward to a peaceful clerical life in a family 
living near Cork; and in addition to the ordinary 
university course, I went through that appointed for 
divinity students. I found my life, at the university 
one of more than common intellectual activity, for 
although circumstances and temperament made mo 
perhaps culpably indifterent to college ambitions and 
competitions, I soon threw mysolf with intense eagerness 
into a long cours<! of private reading, chiefly relating 
to the fomiation and history of opinions. The great 
High Church wave which had a few years before been 
so powerful, had been broken when Newman and many 
other leaders of the party bad passed to Catholicism. 
Darwin and Herbert Bpencer had not yet risen above 
the horizon. Mill was in the zenith of his fame and 
influence. The intellectual atmosphere was much 
agitated by the recent discoveries of geology, by their 
manifest hearing on the Mosaic cosmogony and on the 
history of the Fall, and by the attempts of Hugh 
Miller, Hitchcock, and other writers to reconcile them 
with the received theology. In poetry, Tennyson and 
Longfellow reigned, 1 think with an approach to equality 

‘ This Kssay was written at the request of editor of the Forums to 
form one of a series of similar contribiitions from well-known men. —En. 
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which has not • continued. In politics, the school of 
orthodox political economy was almost unchallenged. 
In spite of the protests of Carlyle, all sound Liberals 
in England then desired to restrict as much as possible 
the functions of government, and to enlarge as much 
as possible the sphere of individual liberty ; and they re- 
garded unrestrained competition and inviolable contracts 
as the chief conditions of material progress. 

The first great intellectual innuence which I expe- 
rienced was, I believe, that of Bishop Butler, who was 
at that time probably studied more assiduously at Dublin 
than in any othSr university in the kingdom. There were 
few sermons in the college chapel in which some allusion 
to his writings might not be found, and few serious stu- 
dents whose modes of thought were not at least coloured 
by his influence. That influence now appears to me to 
have been hot only various, but even in some measure 
contradictory. The ‘ Analogy ’ is perhaps the most 
original, if not the most powerful, book ever written in 
defence of the Christian creed ; but it has probably been 
the parent of n.uch modern Agnosticism, for its method 
is to parallel every difficulty in revealed religion by a 
corresponding difficulty in natural religion, and to argue 
that the two must stand or fall together. Butler’s un- 
rivalled sermons on human nature, on the other hand, 
have been essentially conservative and constructive, and 
their influence has been at least as strong on character as 
on belief. Their doctrine is that consciousness reveals 
in the inner principles of our being a moral hierarchy, 
‘ a difference in nature and kind altogether distinct from 
strength ’ ; and that among these principles conscience 
has, by the very structure of our nature, a recognised 
^supremacy or guiding authority which clearly distinguishes 
ft from all others. 

’ The principle of reflection or conscience being com- 
pared with the various appetites, affections, and passions 
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in men, the formor ia manifeatly supreme and chief, with* 
ont legaird to stoengtb. . . . From ita veiy nature it 
manifestly claiqas auperiority over all others, so that you 
cannot form a notion of thia faculty, conscience, without 
taking in Judgment, direction, superintendenoy. To 
preside and govern, from the very economy and con- 
stitution of man, belong to it. Had it strength as it has 
right, it would govern the world.’ 

It was a noble philosophy, well fitted to strengthen 
and elevate the character, and it has supported many 
amid the dissolution of positive beliefs. Utilitarian 
theories of morals move very smoothly as long as their 
only task is to define the course which it ia in the interests 
of society that each man should pursue. They arc less 
successful in furnishing any finn and adequate reason 
why a man should pursue that course when individual 
intort-.sts and individual passion are opposed to it. It is 
the merit of the schools of Kant and of Uutlcr, that they 
raise the idea of duty above all the calculations of self- 
interest, and make it the supreme and guiding principle 
of life. 

Among living men, the strongest intellectual influence 
at that time in J)ublin was, I think, Whately, our arch- 
bishop, an original and powerful thinker who has scarcely 
obtained a place in the literary and intellectual history 
of his time commensurate with the wide and deep influ- 
ence ho undoubtedly exercised. l'’or this there are many 
reasons. Unlike the High Church leaders who flourished 
with him at Oxford in the second quarter of the nineteenth 
century, be never identified himself with any organised 
party or school of thought, and he thus deprived himself 
of many echoes and of much support. It was, indeed, 
one of his first principles that there is no more fatal ^ 
obstacle to the discovery of truth than the deflecting' 
influence of party and system, and that the jealous main- 
tenance of an independent Judgment is the first element 



FOBMATIVE INFLUENCES ^ S5 

of inteUectual honesty. Few considerable writers have 
appealed less to common passions or wide sympathies ; 
and the only passion — ^if it can be called so — that appears 
strongly in his writings, is the love of tmth for its own 
sake, which is the rarest and highest of all. He was 
accustomed to speculate much upon that strange power of 
intellectual magnetism which enables some men to draw 
others to their views apart from any process of definite 
reasoning ; and he acknowledged with truth that he was 
wholly destitute of it ; that he had never produced any effect 
which could not.*be clearly accounted for, or altered any 
judgment except by distinct reasons. As a writer, his style, 
though wholly without grace, was admirable in its lucidity. 
He had a singular felicity of illustration, and especially of 
metaphor, and a rare power of throwing his thoughts into 
terse and pithy sentences ; but his many books, though 
full of original thinking and in a high degree suggestive 
to other writers, had always a certain fragmentary and 
occasional character, which prevented them from taking 
a place in standard literature. He was conscious of it 
himself, and was accustomed to say that it was the 
mission of his life to make up cartridges for others to fire. 
The little volume of ' Miscellanies,’ including his common- 
place book and his notes for his books, which was 
published by his daughter, exhibits with great clearness 
the character of his mind. Though a very candid and, in 
the best sense of the word, a very tolerant man, and an 
excellent scholar, he had, I think, little power of re- 
producing the modes of thought of men whose mental 
structure was widely different from his own, or of entering 
into the i^^tellectual conditions of other ages ; but he 
touched a large circle of subjects, social, political, and 
«yen scientific, as well fiB moral and religious, with an 
original and most independent judgment ; and he raised 
greatly the moral standard of love of truth and the 
intellectual standard of severe reasoning wherever his 
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inflttence extended. He delighted in that fine saying of 
Hobbes, that ' words are the counters of the wise man, 
but the money of the fool * ; he believed that most 
controversies might be resolved into verbal anibiguilins ; 
and his hatred of vagueness, grandiloquence, footed 
obscurity, and rhetorical exaggeration exercised a very 
useful influence over young men. He was also a most 
attentive and sagacious observer of human nature, and few 
modem writers have written so wisely on the diversities 
and the management of character and on the science of 
life. In this respect he had a strong afi'nity to Bacon - - 
the Bacon not of the ‘Organon,’ but of the ‘PJssays’-- 
and perhaps still more to Benjamin Franklin, In 
theology he challenged the severest inquiry, and believed 
that if honestly pursued it would lead only to orthodox 
belief. ‘ A good man,’ ho once wrote, ‘ will indeed wish 
to find the evidence of the Christian religion satisfactory ; 
but a wise man will not for that reason think it satis- 
factory, but will Aveigh the evidence the more carefully on 
account of the importance of the question.’ 

His strongest antipathy was to the teaching of the 
Oxford ‘ Tracts,’ and he wrote about them with great 
severity, but more from the moral than the intellectual 
side. He believed the Tractarian doctrines of ‘ reserve ’ 
and * economy * to he essentially disingenuous ; he con- 
sidered that there was good reason to conclude that 
leading members of the Oxford school had remained in 
the CWrch of England for a considerable time after they 
had adopted the lioman theology, had used language 
deliberately intended to mask their position, and had 
employed their influence as English clergymen to sap 
the English Church ; and he especially denounced as 
the grossest dishonesty the attempt that was made^ in' 
Tract XC. to show that a man was justified in subscribing 
to the Articles of the Church of England and at the 
same time holding everything laid down by the Council 
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of Trent, ' though the Articles were expressly drawn up 
to condemn the authoritative teaching of the Boman 
Church, and after the Council of Trent had held 22 
out of its whole number of 25 sessions.’ The*quibbling, 
special-pleading, equivocating mind which is consciously 
or half-consciously endeavoimng by subtle distinctions to 
maintain an untenable position, was of all things the 
most abhorrent to him, and while the Evangelicals 
denounced the Tractarians as leading men to Borne, 
Whately, perhaps alone among his contemporaries, 
steadily predict*^ that their teachings would be followed 
by a great period of religious scepticism. This, he said, 
would be the result of the discredit they were throwing 
on the evidential school, of their habit of coupling 
ecclesiastical with Scripture miracles, and of their 
doctrine that it is the ftmctioii of faith to supply the 
missing links of imperfect evidence and to impart the 
character of certainty to propositions which in reason 
rest only on probabilities. He himself was of the school 
of Grotius and Paley, and believed that simple historical 
evidence established supernatural facts. This subject 
long held a foremost place in my thoughts and studies, 
and I afterward wrote much upon it in connection with 
the history of witchcraft and the miracles of the Saints. 

I owed much to Whately, but I was studying con- 
currently with him teachers of very opposite schools, 
among others Coleridge, Newman, and Emerson in 
English ; Pascal, Bossuet, llousseau, and Voltaire in 
Erench. Locke’s writings formed part of the college 
course, and I became very familiar with them, and fully 
shared I^llam’s special admiration for the little treatise 
‘On the Conduct of the Understanding,’ while Dugald 
.Stewart, Mackintosh, and Mill opened out wide and 
various vistas in moral philosophy. The following 
passage from Coleridge, which 1 chose as the motto 
of almost my first published writing, exercised so great 



88 hist6bioal and politxoal essays 

an infla^ce over later stndies, and shows so happily 
tibe direction in which I was end^voring to tom uiy 
mind, that 1 may be excused irom quoting it at length : 

‘Let it be remembered by controversialists on all 
subjects, that every speculative error which boasts a 
multitude of advocates has its golden as well as its dark 
side ; that there is always some truth connected with it, 
the exclusive attention to which has misled the under* 
standing; some moral beauty which has given it charm, 
for the heart. Let it be remembered that no assailant 
of an error can reasonably hope to be Kstoned to by its 
advocates, who has not proved to them that he has seen 
the disputed subject in the same point of view and is 
capable of contemplating it with the same feelings as 
themselves ; for why should we abandon a cause at the 
persuasion of one who is ignorant of the reasons which 
nave attached us to it ? ’ 

Adopting an illustration which had been employed by 
Bossuet for another purpose, I came to believe that 
religious systems resemble those pictures occasionally 
seen in the museums of the curious, which appear at first 
to be mere incongruous assemblages of unconnected and 
unmeaning figures, till they are regarded from one 
particular point of view, when these figures immediately 
mass themselves into a regular fonu, and the whole 
picture assumes a coherent and symmetrical appearance. 
To discover in each system this point of view ; to cultivate 
that peculiar form of imagination which makes it possible 
to realise bow different forms of opinions are held by 
their more intelligent adherents, appeared to me the first 
condition of understanding them. ^ 

In this method of inquiry I was, at a little la£er period, 
much aided by the writings of Bayle, a great critic who., 
brought to the study of opinions an a&ost unrivalled 
knowledge, and one of the keenest and most detached 
of human intellects. Gradually, however, by a natural 
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and insensible process I passed into the habit of examin- 
ing opinions mainlpr from an historical point of view — 
investigating the circumstances under which they grow 
up ; their relation to the general conditions of their tune ; 
the direction in which they naturally develop ; the part, 
whether for good or ill, which during long spaces ot tame 
they have played in the world. It was first of all in 
connection with the Boman Catholic controversy, with 
which we were much occupied in Ireland, that I learnt 
to pursue this course. Of the cnoruious and essential 
difference between matured Catholicism and the Chris’ 
tianity of the Now Testament, I never doubted, and my 
convictions were much deepened by long travels in Italy, 
France, and Spain, during which I endeavoured to study 
carefully Catholicism in its actual workings as a popular 
religion, and not as it appears clarified and rationalised 
in such books as the ‘ Exposition,’ by Bossuet. I often 
asked myself, who could have imagined from a perusal 
of the New Testament that Christianity was intended 
to bo a highly centralised monarchy, governed with 
supreme divine authority by the Bishop of Rome ; that 
this bishop was to be connected, not with the great 
author of the Epistle to the Romans, but with St. 
Peter; that the figure which was to occupy the most 
prominent place in the devotions and imaginations of 
millions of Christian worshippers was to be the Virgin 
Mary, who is not so much as mentioned in the Epistles ; 
that in the immediate neighbourhood, and with the full 
sanction of the highest ecclesiastical authorities, graven 
images were to be employed in devotion as conspicuously 
as in a pagan temple, particular images being singled 
out from all others for particular devotion by special 
inffulgences and by special miracles ? I soon convinced 
myself that popular Catholicism, as it exists in southern 
Europe and as it has existed through a long coarse of 
centuries, is as literally polytheistic and idolatrous as any 
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form of paganisui, though it has many beauties, and 
though much of its very mingled influence has been for 
good. In the teaching of my early youth, this transforma- 
tion of Christianity was described as the great prediett^d 
apostasy, the mystery of iniquity, the work of Antichrist 
among mankind. Under the influence of the historic 
method it nssmned a different aspect, and the luystery 
became very explicable, Hobl)es had struck the key- 
note in a passage of profound truth as well as of admir- 
able beauty ; 

‘If a man consider the original oPthis great eccle- 
siastical dominion, he will easily perceive that the Papacy 
is no other than the ghost of the deceased Koimin 
Empire, sitting crowned upon the grave thereof.’ 

Few evolutions in history, indeed, can be more clearly 
traced than the successive stages through which Honuj, 
by a gradual and very natural process, obtained the 
primacy of Christendom. In the condition of Europe, 
again, at the time of the dow'nfall of the Roman Empire, 
the invasion, the triumph, and the rapid conversion of the 
barbarians, the, chief causes of the materialising trans- 
formation which Christian ideas underwent appeared 
abundantly evident ; and it became clear to mo that some 
such transformation was inevitable, and essential to their 
enduring influence. Was it possible, I asked myself, that 
in ages of anarchy and convulsion, any religion resembling 
Protestant Christianity could have prevailed' among great 
masses of wild and ignorant barbarians, with all the 
associations and mental habits of idolaters, at a time 
when neither rag paper nor printing was invented, and 
when a wide diffusion of the Bible was absolutely im- 
possible? But such methods of reasoning could not stop 
there. .1 was naturally led to consider how different are- 
the measures of probability, the predispositions toward 
the miraculous, the canons of evidence and proof, the 
standards and ideals of morals in different ages, and how 
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largely these differences affect the whole Question of 
evidence. I began to realise the existence of climates 
of opinion ; to observe how particular forms of belief 
naturally grow and flourish in certain stages of intellec- 
tual development, and fade when these conditions have 
changed; how much that is called apostasy and impos- 
ture is in reality anachronism, the survival in one age of 
forms of belief that were the appropriate product of an 
earlier one. 

A writer of extraordinary brilliancy and power was at 
this time exerci^ihg a great influence either of attraction 
or repulsion on all serious students of history. Those 
who arc old enough to remember the appearance of the 
first volume of Huckle’s ‘ History,’ in 1W57, and of the 
second volume, in 1801, will remember also how rapidly 
and how passionately it divided opinion. It was in truth 
a book ijj which extraordinary merits were balanced by 
extraordinary defects. On the special subject of the 
growth of religions, which most interested me, it was 
l)eculiarly defic’ent, for with all his great gifts Buckle 
was almost cclohr-blind to the devotional and reverential 
aspect of things, and ho had little more power than 
VVhately of projecting himself into the beliefs, ideals, 
and modes of thought of other men and ages. His 
miqualificd, undiscriminating contempt for the ages of 
superstition is the more remarkable, because fifteen years 
before the appearance of his first volume, Comte, with 
whom Buckle had some affinity, and for whom he ex- 
pressed great admiration, had been placing those ages on 
a pinnacle of extravagant eulogy. His doctrine that 
there is no real progress in moral ideas and no real 
history of morals, I have always believed to be pro- 
ioundly untrue, and to have vitiated a large part of his 
conclusions ; and although he rendered valuable service 
in showing by ample illustrations that the capital changes 
in history are much less due to the great men who 
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directly effected them than to the long train of intcL 
lectaal, political, or industrial tendencies that had pre- 
pared them, ho pushed this, like many of his other 
generalisations, to exaggeration and oven to extravagance. 
Individuals, and even accidents, have had a great modify- 
ing and deflecting influence in history, and sometimes 
the part they have played can scarcely be over-estimated. 
If, as 1 have elsewhere said, a stray dart had struck down 
Mohammed in one of the early skirmishes of his career, 
there is no reason to believe that the world would have 
seen a great military and monotheistic' Religion arise in 
Arabia, powerful enough to sweep over a large part of 
three continents, and to mould during many centuries the 
lives and characters of about a fifth part of the human 
race. In one respect, too, Buckle was singularly unfor- 
tunate in the time in which he appeared, h’rom the 
days of Bacon and Locke to the days of Condillac and 
Bentham, it had been the tendency of advanced liberal 
thinkers to aggrandise as much as possible the power of 
circumstances and experience over the individual, and to' 
reduce to the narrowest limits every ififlucnce that is 
innate, transmitted, or hereditary. They represented man 
as essentially the creature of circumstances, and his mind 
as a sheet of blank paper on which education might 
write what it pleased. Buckle pushed this habit of 
thought so far that he even questioned the reality of such 
an evident and well-known fact as hereditary insanity. 
But only two years after the appearance of the first 
volume of the ‘ History of Civilisation,' Darwin published 
his ‘ Origin of Species,’ which gradually effected a revolu- 
tion in speculative philosophy almost as gfcat as it 
effected in natural science ; and from that time the 
supreme importance of inborn and hereditary tendencies 
has become the very central fact in English philosophy. 
It must be added that Buckle had many of the distinctive 
faults of a young writer ; of a writer who had mixed little 
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with men, and had formed his mind almost exclusively 
by solitary, unguided study. Ho had a very imper- 
fect appreciation of the extreme complexity of social 
phenomena, an excessive tendency to sweeping generalisa- 
tions, and an arrogance of assertion which provoked much 
hostility. His wide; and multifarious knowledge was.not 
always discriminating, and he sometimes mixed good and 
bad authorities with a strange indifference. 

This is a long catalogue of defects, but in spite of 
them Buckle opened out wider horizons thao any previous 
writer in the field*of historj'. No other English historian 
had sketched his plan with so bold a hand, or had showm so 
clearly the transcendent imi)ortancc of studying not merely 
the actions of soldiers, politicians, and diplomatists, but 
also those great connected evolutions of intellectual, social, 
and industrial life on which the type of each succeeding 
age mainly depends. To not a few of his contemporaries 
bo imparted an altogether new interest in history, and 
his admirable literary talent, the vast range of topics 
which he illuminated with a fresh significance, and the 
noble enthusiasm for knowledge and for freedom that 
pervades his work, made its appearance an epoch in the 
lives of many who have pas.scd far from its definite con- 
clusions. The task which he had undertaken was almost 
too vast for the longest life, and when he died at Damascus, 
in J8G2, he had not yet completed his fortieth year, and 
his judgment was probably still far from its full maturity. 
A few lines of Pliny which I wrote on the title-page 
of his history, will suffice to show the feelings with which 
I heard of his death : 

‘ Mihi autem videtur acerba semper et immatura mors 
eorum qui immortale aliquid parant. Nam qui volupta- 
tit)U8 dediti quasi in diem vivunt, vivendi causas quotidie 
finiunt; qui vero posteros cogitant et memoriam sui 
operibuB oxtendunt, his nulla mors non repentina est, ut 
qU8B semper inchoatum aliquid abrumpat,’ 
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I do not purpose to pursue these recollections further. 
I had drifted far from my Cork living and very decisively 
into the ways of literature, and after I left the university 
I spent about four years on the Continent. I rood much 
in foreign libraries, and I also derived great profit as 
well as keen pleasure from the study of Italian art, which 
throws an invaluable light on the branches of history 
I was then investigating. In its earlier phase especially, 
before the sense of beauty dominates over the idea, art 
represents with a singular fidelity not only the rcligioun 
beliefs of men, but also the far more delicate and 
evanescent shades of their realisations, ideals, and 
emotions. 

The result of those years of study was my ‘ History 
of the Spirit of Kationalism in Europe,’ which appeared 
in the early part of 1865. With many defects, it had 
at least the merit of describing with great sincerity the 
process by which the opinions of its author had been 
formed, and to this sincerity it probably owed no small 
part of its success. 
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When Carl 5 'le cauic to London in 1831, bringing with 
him the ‘ Sartor Ilesartus,’ which is now perhaps the 
most' famous of all his works, it is well known that he 
applied in turn t» three of the principal publishers in 
London, and thsft each of them, after due deliberation, 
positively refused to print his manuscript. When at last, 
with great difficulty, he procured its admission into 
* Fraser’s Magazine,’ Carlyle was accustomed to say that 
he only knew of two men who found anything to admire 
in it. One of them was the great American writer, 
Emerson, who afterwards superintended its publication in 
America. The other was a priest from Cork, who wrote 
to say that he wished to take in ‘ Fraser’s Magazine ’ as 
long as anything.by this writer appeared in it. On the 
other hand, several persons told Fraser that they would 
stop taking in the magazine if any more of such nonsense 
appeared in it. The editor wrote to Carlyle that the 
work had been received with ‘ unqualified disapprobation.’ 
Five years elapsed before it was reprinted as a separate 
book, and in order that it should be reprinted it was 
found necessary for a number of Carlyle’s private friends 
to club together and giiarantce the publisher from loss by 
engaging to take three hundred copies. But when, a 
few years before his death, a cheap edition of Carlyle’s 
works was published, ‘ Sartor Besartus ’ had acquired such 
a popularity that thirty thousand copies were almost 
inimediately sold, and since his death it has been reprinted 
in a sixpenny form; it has penetrated far and wide 

' A Sundftj afternoon lecture to working men. 
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through all classes, and it is now, I suppose, one of the 
most popular and most influential of the books that were 
published in England in the second quarter of the century. 

Such a contrast between the first reception and the 
later judgment of a book is very remarkable, and it 
applies more or less to all Carlyle’s earlier writings. It is 
a memorable fact in the literary history of the nineteenth 
century that one of the greatest and most industrious 
writers in England lived for many years in such poverty 
that he often thought of abandoning literature and 
enngrating to the colonies, and he would probably hav(« 
done so if he had not found in public lecturing a moans 
of supplying his frugal wants. The cause of this long- 
continued neglect is partly, no doubt, to be found in his 
style, for, like Browning, Carlyle wrote an English which 
was so contorted and sometimes so obscure that his 
readers had to be slowly educated into understanding, or 
at least enjoying, it. But there are other and deeper 
causes which I propose to devote the short time at my 
disposal to indicating. 

It has been truly said that there arc two great classes 
among writers. There are those who are echoes and 
there are those who are voices. There are some writers 
who represent faithfully and express strongly the domi- 
nant tendencies, opinions, habits, characteristics of their 
age, collecting as in a focus the half-formed thoughts 
that are prevailing around them, giving them an 
articulate voice, and by the force of their advocacy 
greatly strengthening them. There are others who 
either start new ways of thinking for which the public 
around them are still unprepar^, or who throw them- 
selves in opposition to the dominant tendeifbies of their 
times, pointing out tbe evils and dangers connected writh 
them, and dwelling specially on neglected truths. It is 
not surprising that the first class are by far the most 
popular. The public is much like Narcissus in the fable. 



CARLYLE’S MESSAGE TO HIS AGE 97 

who fell in love with his own reflection in the water. 
All men like to find their own opinions expressed with a 
power and eloquence they cannot themselves attain, and 
most men dislike a writer who, in the first flush of a 
great enthusiasm, points out all that can be said on the 
other eide. But when the first enthusiasm is over — 
when the prevailing tendency has fully triumphed and 
the evils and defects connected with it are disclosed — the 
words of this unpopular or neglected teacher will begin 
to gather weight. It will be foimd that although he may 
not have been wiser than those who advocated the other 
side, yet his w6rds contained exactly that kind of truth 
which was most needed or most generally forgotten, and 
his reputation will steadily rise. 

This appears to me to have been very much the 
position which Carlyle occupied towards the chief 
questions of his day, and it explains, I think, in a great 
degree the growth of his influence. It is remarkable, 
indeed, how many things there are in his writings which 
appeared paradoxes when he wrote, and which now seem 
almost truisms. Thus at a time when the political and 
intellectual ascendency of France over the Continent was 
at its height, Carlyle was one of the few men who clearly 
recognised the essential greatness that lay hid in 
Germany, and especially in Prussia — a greatness which 
after the wars of 1866 and 1870 became very evident 
to the world. He was one of the first men in Eng- 
land to recognise the importance of German literature, 
and especially the supreme greatness of Goethe. His 
translation of ‘ Wilhelm Meister ’ was published in 1824, 
and his noble essay on Goethe in 1832; but at first it 
seemed to*find scarcely any echo. The editor for whom 
he wrote it reported that all the opinions he could gather 
About this essay were ‘eminently unfavourable.’ De 
Quincey, who of all English critics was believed to know 
Germany best, and Jeflrey, who exercised the greatest 

B 
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inflaence on English literary opinion, combined to 
depreciate or ridicnle Goethe. But there is now no 
educated man who disputes that Carlyle in this matter 
was essentially right, and that his critics wore wholly 
wrong. And to turn to subjects more directly connected 
with England, Carlyle wrote at a time when the* whoU 
school of what was called advanced thousht rested upon 
the theory that the province of Govornm at ought to bt 
made as small as possible, and that all the relations oi 
classes should be reduced to simple, temporary contracts 
founded on mutual interest. According* to this theory, it 
was the one duty of Government to keep* order. For the 
rest it should stand aside, and not attempt to meddle in 
social or industrial questions. The most complete liberty 
of thought and action should be established, and every- 
thing should be left to unrestricted competition — to the 
free play of unprivileged, untrammelled, unguided social 
forces. This was the theory which w'as called orthodox 
political economy — the laisser-faire system — the philo- 
sophy of competition or supply and demand, and it was 
incessantly denounced by Carlyle as Mammon worship, 
as ‘ devil take the hindmost,’ as ‘ pure egoism ’ ; ‘ the 
shabbiest gospel that had been taught among men.’ He 
declared that in the long run no society could flourish, 
or even permanently cohere, if the only relation between 
man and man was a mere money tie. He maintained 
that what he called the condition of England question, 
or, in other words, the great mass of struggling, 
anarchical poverty that was growing up in the chief 
centres of population, was a question which imperiously 
demanded the most strenuous Government intervention — 
which was, in fact, far more important than" any of the 
purely political questions. The whole system of factory 
legislation, the whole system of legislation about workih'g 
men’s dwellings, which has taken place in this century, 
has been a realisation of the ideas of Carlyle. When 
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Carlyle first ^viote, it was the received opinion that the 
education of the people was a matter in which the 
Government should in no degree interfere, and that it 
ought to be left altogether to individuals, or Churches, or 
societies. In his work on Chartism, which was published 
as early as 1834, Carlyle argued that the 'universal 
education of the people ’ was an indispensable duty of the 
Government. It was not until about twenty years ago 
that this duty was fully recognised in England. In 
the same work he maintained that State-aided, State- 
organised, Stat3-directed emigration must one day be 
undertaken on a large scale, as the only efiicient agent in 
coping with the great masses of growing pau{)crism. In 
his ‘ Past and Present,’ which was published in 1843, he 
threw out another idea which has proved very prolific, 
and which is probably destined to become still more so. 
It is that it may become both possible and needful for the 
master worker ‘ to grant his workers permanent interest 
in his enterprise and theirs.’ 

It is evident how much less strange those ideas appear 
now than they did when they were first put out some 
fifty years ago. One of the most remarkable changes 
that has taken place during the lives of men who are 
still of middle age has been in the opinion of advanced 
thinkers about the function of Government. In the 
early days of Carlyle the whole set, or lie, of opinion 
in England was towards cutting in all directions the 
bands of Government control, diminishing as much 
as possible the sphere of Government functions or 
interference. It was a revolt against the old Tory 
system of paternal Government, against the system of 
Guilds, against the State regulations which once pre- 
vailed in ail departments of industrial life. In the 
Resent generation it is not too much to say that the 
current has been absolutely reversed. The constantly 
increasing tendency, whenever any abuse of any kind 
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is discovered, is to call upon Parliament to make a law 
to remedy it. Every year the network of regulation 
is strengthened; every year there is an increasing dis- 
position to enlarge and multiply the functions, powers, 
and responsibilities of Government. I should not be 
dealing sincerely with you if 1 did not express my own 
opinion that this tendency carries with it dangers even 
more serious than those of the opposite exaggerations 
of a past century : dangers to character by sapping the 
spirit of self-reliance and independence , dangers to 
liberty by accustoming men to the constant interference 
of authority, and abridging in innumerable ways the 
freedom of action and choice. I wish I could persuade 
those who form their estimate of the province of Govern- 
ment from Carlyle’s * Past and Present ’ and ‘ Latter-day 
Pamphlets ’ to study also the admirable little treatise 
of Herbert Spencer, called ‘ The Man and the State,’ 
in which the opposite side is argued. What I have said, 
however, is sufficient to show how remarkably Carlyle, 
in some of the parts of his teaching that were once the 
most unpopular, anticipated tendencies wh’ch only became 
very apparent in practical politics when he was an old 
man or after his death. 

The main and fundamental part of his teaching 
is the supreme sanctity of work; the duty imposed on 
every human being, be he rich or be he poor, to find a life- 
purpose and to follow it out strenuously and honestly. 
‘ All true work,’ he said, ‘ is religion ’ ; and the essence of 
every sound religion is, ‘ Know thy work and do it.’ In 
his conception of life all true dignity and nobility grows 
out of the honest discharge of practical duty. He had 
always a strong sympathy with the feudal system which 
annexed indissolubly the idea of public function with the 
possession of property. The great landlord who is wisely 
governing large districts and using all his influence to 
diffuse order, comfort, education, and civilisation among 
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his tenantry; the captain of industry who is faithfully 
and honestly organising the labour of thousands, and 
regarding his task as a moral duty ; the rich man who, 
with all the means of enjoyment at his feet, devotes his 
energies ' to make some nook of God's creation a little 
fruitfuller, better, more worthy of God — to make some 
human hearts a little wiser, manfuller, happier, more 
blessed,’ always received his admiration and applause. 
No one, on the other hand, spoke with more contempt 
of a governing Qlass which had ceased to govern ; of titles 
which had lost their original meaning, and no longer 
implied or expressed duties performed ; of wealth that 
was employed solely or mainly in selhsh enjoyment or 
in idle show. It was Carlyle’s deep conviction that the 
best test of the moral worth of every nation, class, and 
individual, is to be found in their standard of work and 
in their dislike to a useless and idle life. As is well 
known, he had no sympathy with the prevailing political 
ideas. He believed that men were not only not equal, 
but were profoundly unequal ; that it was the first interest 
of society that the wisest men should be selected as its 
leaders, and that the popular methods of finding the 
wisest were by no means those which were most likely 
to succeed. ‘ No British man,’ he complained, ‘ can 
attain to be a statesman or chief of workers till he has 
first proved himself a chief of talkers.’ ' The two greatest 
nations in the world, the English and American, are all 
going to wind and tongue.’ He believed much more than 
his contemporaries did that there was need and room in 
our modem English life for strong Government organisa- 
tion, guidance, discipline, reverence, obedience, and control. 

‘ Wise command, wise obedience,’ he wrote in one of his 
‘-Latter-day Pamphlets,’ ' the capability of these two is the 
best measure of culture and human virtue in every man.’ 

There is another class of workers to which be himself 
belonged — the men who are the teachers of msmkind. 
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Hetaaght them by his example as well as by his precepts. 
Whatever else may be said about Carlyle, no one can 
question that he took his literary vocation most seriously. 
He was for a long time a very poor man, but he never 
sought wealth by advocating popular opinions, by pander- 
ing to common prejudices, or by veiling most unpalatable 
beliefs. In the vast mass of literature which he has 
bequeathed to us there is no scamped work, and every 
competent judge has recognised the untiring and con- 
scientious accuracy with which he verified and sifted the 
minutest fact. His standard of truthfulnesr was extremely 
high, and one of his great quarrels with his age was that 
it was an age of half-beliefs and insincere professions. 
He maintained that religious beliefs which had once been 
living realities had too often degenerated into mere for- 
mulas, untruly professed or mechanically repeated with 
the lips only, and without any genuine or heartfelt con- 
viction. He often repeated a saying of Coleridge : ‘ They 
do not believe — they only believe that they believe.’ He 
used to speak of men who ‘ played false^ with their in- 
tellects ’ ; or, in other words, turned away tfteir minds from 
unwelcome truths and by allowing their wishes or interests 
to sway their judgments, persuaded or half-persuaded 
themselves to believe whatever they wished. A firm 
grasp of facts, he maintained, was the first characteristic 
of an honest mind ; the main element in all honest, 
intellectual work. His own special talent was the gift 
of insight, the power of looking into the heart of things, 
piercing to essential facts, discerning the real characters 
of men, their true measure of genuine, solid worth. 
Creeds, professions, opinions, circumstances, alL these are 
the externals or clothes of men. It is necessary to look 
behind them and beyond them if we would reach the 
genuine human heart. One of the reasons why he 
detested what he called stump oratory was because ho 
believed it to be a great school of insincerity. Its end 



CARLYLE’S MESSAGE TO HIS AGE 108 

was not truth, but plausibility. It was the effort of in< 
terested men to throw opinions into such forms as might 
most captivate uninstructed men ; to keep back every 
unpopular side ; to magnify everything in them that was 
seductive. He once said to me that two great curses 
seemed to him eating away the heart and worth of the 
English people. One was drink. The other was stump 
oratory, which accustomed men to say without shame 
what they did not in their hearts believe to be true, and 
accustomed their hearers to accept such a proceeding 
as perfectly natural. And the same strong passion for 
veracity he carried into his judgment of other forms of 
work. Rightly or wrongly, he believed that the standard 
of conscientious work had been lowered in England 
through the feverish competition of modern times, and 
under the system of what he called ‘ cheap and nasty ’ ; that 
English work had lost something of its old solidity and 
worth, and was now made rather to captivate than to 
wear. Carlyle .saw in this much more than an industrial 
change. He maintained that the love and pride of 
thorough work had long been a pre-eminently English 
quality, that it was the very tap-root of the moral worth of 
the English character, and that anything that tended to 
weaken it was a grave moral evil. 

It is worth while trying to understand what truth 
underlay those parts of his teaching which seem most 
repulsive. The worship of force, which is so apparent 
in many of his writings, is a striking example. He 
was often accused of teaching that might is right. He 
always answered that he had not done so— that what he 
taught w^ that right is might ; that by the providential 
constitution of the Universe truth in the long run is sure 
to be stronger than falsehood ; that good will prevail over 
evil, and that right and might, though they differ widely 
in short periods of time, would in long spaces prove to be 
identical. Nothing, he was accustomed to say, seemed 
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weaker than the Christian religion when the disciples 
assembled in the upper room ; yet it was in truth the 
strongest thing in the world, and it accordingly prevailed. 
It was one of his favourite sayings * that the soul of 
the Universe is just,' and he believed therefore that the 
ultimate fate of nations, whether it be good or bad, was 
very much what they deserved. It is curious to observe 
the analogy between this teaching and the doctrine of 
the survival of the fittest, which a very different teacher — 
Charles Darwin — has made so conspicuous. 

He scandalised — and 1 think with a good deal of 
reason — most of his contemporaries by the ridicule which 
he threw upon the career of Howard, and upon the great 
movement for prison reform which was so actively pursued 
in his time. Much of what he wrote on this subject is, to 
me at least, very repulsive ; but you will generally find 
in the most extravagant utterances of Carlyle that there 
is some true meaning at bottom. He maintained that the 
passion for reforming and improving prisons and prison- 
life had been carried in England to such a point that the 
lot of a convicted criminal was often much better than 
that of an honest and struggling artisan. He believed 
that a just and wise distribution of compassion is a most 
important element of national well-being, and that the 
English people are very apt to be indifferent to great 
masses of unobtrusive, struggling, honourable, unsensa- 
tional poverty at their very doors, while they fall into 
paroxysms of emotion about the actors in some sensational 
crime, about some seductive murderess, about the wrongs 
of some far-off and often half-savage race. ‘In one of 
these Lancashire weavers dying with hunger there is 
more thought and heart, a greater arithmetical amount 
of misery and desperation, than in whole gangs of 
Quashees.’ He maintained, too, that a strain of senti- 
ment about criminals was very prevalent in his day, 
which tended seriously to obliterate or diminish the real 
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difference between right and wrong. He hated with an 
intense hatred that whole system of philosophy which 
denied that there was a deep, essential, fundamental 
difference between right and wrong, and turned the whole 
matter into a mere calculation of interests. He was 
accustomed to say that one of the chief merits of Chris- 
tianity was that it taught that right and wrong were 
as far apsui; as Heaven and Hell, and that no greater 
calamity can befall a nation than a weakening of the 
righteous hatred of evil. 

The parts of Ckrlyle’s teaching on which I have dwelt 
to-day will be chiefly found in his ‘ Past and Present,’ his 
' Heroes and Hero Worship,’ his ‘ Latter-day Pamphlets,’ 
his ’ Chartism,’ and in the two admirable essaj's called 
* Signs of the Times ’ and ‘ Characteristics.’ In my own 
opinion, though Carlyle teaches much, his writings are 
most valuable as a moral force. Very few great writers 
have maintained more steadily that the moral element is 
the deepest and most important part of our being, deeper 
and stronger than all intellectual considerations. In his 
writings, amid much that has imperishable value, there is, 
I think, much that is exaggerated, much that is one-sided, 
much that is unwise. But no one can be imbued with 
his teaching without finding it a great moral tonic, and 
deriving from it a nobler, braver, and more unworldly 
conception of human life. 



ISKAEL AMONG THE NATIONS ‘ 

Among the strange and unforeseen developments that 
have characterised the fourth quarter of the nineteenth 
century, few are likely to be regarded by the future 
historian with a deeper or more melancholy interest than 
the anti-Semite movement, which has swept with such 
a portentous rapidity over a great part of Europe. It has 
produced in Russia by far the most serious religious 
persecution of the centurj'. It has raged fiercely in 
Roumania, the other great centre of the Oriental Jews. 
In enlightened Germany it has become a considerable 
parliamentary force. In Austria it counts among its 
adherents men of the highest social station. Even 
France, which from the days of the Revolution has been 
specially distinguished for its liberality to the Jews, has 
not escaped the contagion. General Roulanger found 
the anti-Jewish sentiment sufficiently powerful to make 
an appeal to it one of the articles of his programme, and 
the extraordinary popularity of the writings of Drumont 
shows that Boulanger had not altogether miscalculated 
its force. 

It is this movement which has been the occasion of 
the very valuable work of M. Anatole Leroy-Beaulieu on 
‘ Israel among the Nations.’ The author, who is univer- 
sally recognised as one of the greatest of living political 
writers, has special qualifications for his task. With an 
exceedingly wide knowledge of the literature relating to 
his subject he combines much personal knowledge of the 

' Mr. Lecky had made various notes mtb the intention of bringing this 
essay up to date, but failing health prevented him from aocomplishing it — En. 
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Jews in Palestine and in many other countries, and 
especially in those countries where the persecution has 
most furiously ra^ed. 

That persecution, he justly says, unites in different 
degrees three of the most powerful elements that can 
move mankind — the spirit of religious intolerance; the 
spirit of exclusive nationality ; and the jealousy which 
springs from trade or mercantile competition. Of these 
elements M. Leroy-Beaulieu considers the first to be on 
the whole the weakest. In that hideous Bussian Perse- 
cution which ‘ the New Exodus ’ of Frederic has made 
familiar to the English reader, the religious element 
certainly occupies a very leading place. Pobedonosteff, 
who shared with his master the chief guilt and infamy of 
this atrocious crime, belonged to the same type as the 
Torquemadas of the past, and the spirit that animated 
him has entered largely into the anti-Semite movement in 
other lands. The ‘ Gloria ’ of Galdos, perhaps the most 
powerful religious novel of our time, describes the conflict 
in modem Spain of the fanaticism of Catholicism with the 
fanaticism of Judaism. Even the old calumny that the 
Jews are accustomed at Easter to murder Christian 
children in order to mix their blood with the passover 
bread, is still living in many parts of Europe. M. Leroy- 
Beaulieu has collected much curious evidence on the sub- 
ject. It is a calumny which appears first to have become 
popular about 1100 a.d. It is embodied in a well-known 
tale of Chaucer. It is the subject of one of the great 
frescoes that were painted around the Cathedral of Toledo 
to commemorate the expulsion of the Jews from Spain. 
Two Popes of the thirteenth century, to their great honour, 
declared its falsehood, and by the order of Benedict XIV. 
Ganganelli wrote a full memoir examining and refuting it. 
But in spite of all condemilations, in spite of many ex- 
posures in the law courts, it is still a popular belief in 
Bussia, Poland, Boumania, Hungary, and Bohemia, and 
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even 'within the last ten years it has been the direct cause 
of many outrages against the Jews, 

Another element to which M. Leroy-Beaulieu attaches 
considerable importance is the Kultur Karapf in Germany. 
When the German Government was engaged in its 
fierce struggle with the Catholics, these endeavoured to 
effect a diversion and to avenge themselves on papers, 
which were largely in the hands of Jews, by raising a 
new cry. They declared that a Kultur Karapf was indeed 
needed, but that it should be directed against the alien 
people who were undermining the moral foundations of 
Christian societies ; who were the implacable enemies of 
the Christian creed and of Christian ideals. The cry was 
soon taken up by a large body of Evangelical Protestants. 
The ‘ Germania ’ and the ‘ Civilti Cattolica,’ which were 
the chief organs of Ultramontanism in Germany and Italy, 
and the ‘ Kreuz Zeitung,’ which represented the strictest 
forms of Gennan Protestantism, agreed in fomenting it. 

Still more powerful, in the opinion of our author, has 
been the spirit of intense and exclusive nationality which 
has in the present generation arisen in so many countries 
and which seeks to expel all alien or heterogeneous 
elements, and to mould the whole national being into a 
single definite type. The movement has been still further 
strengthened by the greater keenness of trade competition. 
In the midst of many idle, drunken, and ignorant popula- 
tions the shrewd, thrifty, and sober Jew stands conspicuous 
as the most successful trader. His rare power of judging, 
influencing, and managing men, his fertility of resource, 
his indomitable perseverance and industry, continually 
force him into the foremost rank, and he js prominent 
in occupations which excite much animosity. The tax- 
gathererj the agent, the middleman, and the moneylender 
are very commonly of Jewish race, and great Jewish 
capitalists largely control the money markets of Europe at a 
time when capital is the special object of socialistic attacks. 
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The most valuable portion of this work in, 1 think, 
that examining the part which the Jewish race is now 
playing in the world, and tracing the action of historical 
causes on the formation of their character. On the old 
problem of the continued existence of the race through 
60 many ages M. Leroy-Beaulicu has much to say. He 
reminds us that in the East the idea of nationality is 
habitually absorbed in the idea of religion, and that there 
are many examples of the long survival of peoples or 
tribes which have lost their political individuality. He 
instances the Copts of Egypt, the Maronites and Druses 
of Lebanon, the Farsces of India, the Armenians and 
Greeks of Asia as displaying, though in a less degree, the 
same phenomenon as the Jews. He attributes the long 
continuance of the Jews as a separate people mainly to 
two causes. One of them is Christian hatred, which 
compelled the Jews for many centuries to remain a 
separate people, unmixed with surrounding nations ; 
living in a separate (Quarter ; marrying among themselves; 
strengthened and disciplined in the struggle of life by 
enormous difficulties and by the constant elimination 
through persecution of the weaker elements. The other 
is the very elaborate Jewish ritual extending to all 
departments of life, which has stamped upon them an 
intensely distinctive character. 

The force of these causes is undoubted, but they are not, 
I think, the only elements to be considered. M. Leroy- 
Beaulieu appears to me to have somewhat underrated 
the physiological force and tenacity of the Jewish race- 
type. Following the line of reasoning of a remarkable 
essay of Henan, he shows very clearly that the modem 
Jews are far <rom being pure Semites. He proves from 
Josephus and from other sources that there was a 
considerable period, both before and after the Christian 
era, when great numbers of Greeks, Latins, and Egyp- 
tians adopted the Jewish faith ; that much alien blood 
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afterward poured into the race through conversions among 
the barbarians and through the circumcision of the slaves 
of Jewish masters, and that there is even reason to believe 
that, in some periods of history, marriages with Christians 
were not infrequent. It is probable, however, that most 
alien elements that were introduced into the race sooner 
or later mingled with the old stock, and no fact is more 
clearly shown than the extraordinary power of the 
Jewish type to survive and dominate in a mixed race. 
A single instance of a marriage with a Jewess will be 
sufficient to perpetuate it in a family for many genera- 
tions. In this fact the Jews possess an element of 
stability which is wholly independent of all considerations 
of creed and ritual. Few things are more curious than 
the effect of persecution on the Jewish element in Spain 
and Portugal. Tens of thousands of Jews in those 
countries were burned at the stake or driven into exile, 
but great numbers also conformed. They mixed in a few 
generations with the old Christian population, and Spain 
and Portugal, M. Leroj'-Beaulieu truly says, are now 
among the countries in which the Jexyish blood is most 
evidently and most widely diffused. 

Another consideration, which M. Leroy-Beaulieu has 
omitted to mention, but which appears to me to have 
much weight, is the condemnation of lending money at 
interest by the Church. This condemnation, which lasted 
many centuries, had two important consequences. One 
of them was that the Jews became almost the only 
moneylenders in Europe. The trade was deemed sinful 
for a Christian, but it was found to be a very necessary 
one ; and the Jews (as some Catholic theologians 
observed) being already damned, were allovfed to practise 
it. The other consequence was that on account of the 
stigma which the Church attached to moneylenffing, the 
amount of money to be lent was greatly diminished, or 
in other words, the rate of interest was enormously and 
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artificially raised. At a time, therefore, when Catholic 
intolerance made it impossible for the Jews to mingle 
with and he absorbed in surrounding nations they acquired 
one of the greatest elements of power and stability that 
a race can possess — a monopoly of the most lucrative 
trade in the world. 

TKe physical characteristics of the race are very 
remarkable and they are especially displayed among the 
Eastern Jews, who still maintain scrupulously amid 
poverty and persecution the religious observances of their 
ancestors. It is >now clearly shown that the Levitical 
code was in a high degree hygienic, and even anticipates 
some of the discoveries of modem physiology. Prescrip- 
tions about forbidden kinds of food and about the mode of 
cooking food, which only excited the ridicule of Voltaire, 
have a real hygienic value in the eyes of Claude Bernard 
and of Pasteur. The Jews have never adopted the 
Catholic notions about the sanctity of celibacy and 
virginity, but they lay great stress on the purity of 
marriage. Although they live chiefly in towns, illegiti- 
mate births are proportionately rarer among them than 
among either Protestants or Catholics. They have been 
as a rule singularly free from the kinds of vice that do 
most to enfeeble and corrode a race. They are dis- 
tinguished for their domestic virtues, especially for care 
of their children, and they are nearly everywhere less 
addicted than Christian nations to intoxicating drinks. 
These things help to explain the curious fact that in 
nearly all countries the average duration of life is con- 
siderably longer among Jews than among Christians. 
This superiority is general, but, as M. Leroy-Beaulieu 
observes, it {lends to diminish in Western countries where 
Jews, being freed from disabilities, are more assimilated 
to the surrounding populations. They now usually 
marry later than Christians; they have on the whole 
fewer children, but a proportionately larger number 
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of Jewish than of Christian infants attain adult age. 
M. Leroy-Beaulieu mentions two curious facts which 
are less easy to explain. Still-born births are very rare 
among Jews, and there is among them a wholly abnormal 
preponderance of male births over female ones. 

It might be supposed from these facts that the Jews 
were a robust race, but no one who has come much in 
contact with them will share this delusion. Nothing 
is more conspicuous among them than their unhealthy 
colouring, their frail, bent, and feeble bodies. They develop 
early, but they have very little of the spring and buoyancy 
of youth and they have everywhere a low average of 
physical strength. Malformations and deformities are 
common among them ; their nervous organisation is 
extremely sensitive, and though they are as a race distin- 
guished for their sound, clear, and practical judgment, they 
are very liable to insanity and to other nervous and brain 
disorders. Physical beauty as well as physical strength 
is much rarer among them than ainotig Christians. 

The causes of this inferiority may be easily explained. 
Life pursued during many generations in the crowded 
Ghetto ; the sordid habits that grow out of extreme 
poverty and out of the assumption of the appearance of 
poverty, which is natural in a persecuted and plundered 
race, go far to explain it ; but there is another and, I think, 
a more important cause which M. Leroy-Beaulieu has 
rather strangely neglected. Physical strength and beauty 
can be maintained at a high level in crowded town popu- 
lations only by a constant influx from the country. The 
pure air and the healthy labour of the fields are their 
main source. This great school of health the Jews have 
never known. For many centuries it woiiSd have been 
impossible for them to have lived in peace as farmers 
or agricultural labourers among a Christian peasantry, and 
if they ever possessed any aptitude or taste for agricultural 
pursuits they have long since wholly lost it. 
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Their moral like their physical characteristics present 
strange contrasts. No natural want of moral elevation 
or tenderness or grace can be ascribed to the nation that 
has produced both the Old Testament and the Gospels, 
and has most largely shaped and inspired the moral life 
of the civilised world. In Christian times no race has 
maintained its faith with a more devoted courage, and it 
has encountered and survived persecutions before which 
the persecutions of other creeds dwindle almost into 
insignificance. M. Leroy-Beaulieu quotes the statement 
of the grand Babbi Lehmann, that it is a clearly attested 
fact that in two months of the year 1096 twelve thousand 
Jews, whose names have been preserved, were massacred 
in the towns of the Rhine alone, because they refused 
to accept a Christian baptism. The Spanish Jews who 
perished by one of the most excruciating deaths rather 
than forswear their faith may be numbered by thousands, 
and those who preferred exile and spoliation to apostasy, 
by hundreds of thousands. Even in our own sceptical 
and materialising age the conduct of the Russian Jews 
under the recent savage persecution shows that the old 
spirit is not extinct. In the face of the long and splendid 
roll of Jewish heroism, it is idle to dwell on the fact that 
in each great persecution some Jews have yielded to the 
fear of death and consented to perform the rites of a faith 
which they inwardly abhorred, or on the fact that a few 
Rabbis have under such circumstances justified these 
feigned conversions. 

Prolonged persecution, however, has had a profound 
influence on their character, and its influence in some 
respects has been very pernicious. Hatred naturally 
provokes hatred, and violent oppression against which 
there is no redress is naturally encountered by subterfuge 
and fraud. A race who were for centuries playing their 
part in life against overwhelming obstacles learned to 
avail themselves of every advantage. Adulation, servility, 
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falsehood, and deception became common among them. 
They became at once bard, wily, and rapacious, and ready 
instruments in ignoble and oppressive callings. Shut out 
from open paths and honourable ambitions they haunted 
the obsciurer byways of industry ; they were to be found 
in many occupations which sharpen the intellect but 
blunt the moral sense, and they threw themselves 
passionately into the acquisition of wealth and of secret 
power. Exposed for generations, even in lands where 
they were not more seriously persecuted, to constant 
insult and contempt, they often lost their self-respect and 
learned to acquiesce tamely in what another race would 
resent. Slavish conditions produced, as they always do, 
slavish characteristics, and, as is always the case, those 
characteristics did not at once disappear when the 
conditions that produced them had altered. 

M. Leroy-Beaulieu has dwelt with much force on this 
subject, and he ascribes considerable weight to the fact 
that the Jews have been wholly outside the system of 
feudalism and chivalry in which the modem conception 
of honour was chiefly formed. Perhaps the Jew might 
retort with some justice, that he has had at least the com- 
pensating moral advantage of having derived no part of 
his notions of right and wrong from a Church in which 
such an institution as the Spanish Inquisition was deemed 
a holy thing. 

Defects of another kind have contributed largely to 
his unpopularity. Great as is the power of assimilation 
which the Jewish race possesses, the charm and grace of 
manner seem to have been among the qualities they most 
slowly and most imperfectly acquire. It is natural that 
men who have been excluded from honours 6ut not from 
wealth should value money and the ostentatious display 
of riches more than their neighbours. In the profession's 
in which the Jews chiefly excel, ihen rise most rapidly 
from low origin and culture to conspicuous wealth. 
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Direct money-making has some tendency to materialise 
and lower the character, and Jews have been for genera- 
tions prominent in occupations which do much to impair 
those delicacies of feeling on which the charm of manner 
largely depends. Besides this, as M. Leroy-Beaulieu 
truly remarks, though the oldest of the cultured races 
they are a race of parvenus in the good society of Europe. 
In nearly all countries they have till very recently been 
excluded from the kind of society and from the kind of 
education in which the best manners are formed. The 
exaggerations of bad taste ; the love of the loud, the gaudy, 
the ostentatious, and the meretricious ; the awkwardness 
of men who are ill at ease in an unaccustomed sphere, 
who have not yet mastered the happ'y mean between arro- 
gance and obsequiousness and who are therefore somewhat 
prone to both extremes, still frequently characterise them. 
Few persona who know Germany will doubt that the 
tone of manners of the German Jews has contributed 
quite as much as any other cause to their unpopularity. 

It is probable that these defects will gradually diminish, 
and it would be a grave error to regard the Jewish race as 
wholly devoted to material ends. The multitude of their 
martyrs is a sufficient answer to the charge, and no people 
cherish more strongly the ideals of their past and have 
more of the pride both of race and of creed. They have 
at all times, as M. Leroy-Beaulieu observes, been distin- 
guished for their reverence for learning, and it is an 
undoubted fact that Jewish families and families mixed 
with Jewish blood have produced an amount and variety 
of ability that far exceed the average of men. The ability 
goes rather with the race than with the religion. Spinosa, 
Heine, Bicardo, and Disraeli — to quote but a few of the 
luost illustrious names — were not believers in the syna- 
gogue. Some of the forms in which the Jews have most 
excelled are such as might have been expected from their 
past. It is natural that the descendants of the most 
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nomadic and cosmopolitan of races should have be m 
gr^t masters of language and in the foremost rank of 
philologists, and it is not surprising that the descendants 
of the chief moneylenders and calculators of the world 
should have produced great financiers, and have sho^ 
a vexy eminent aptitude for mathematics. Medicine 
more than most professions depends on individual ability, 
and has been exercised independently of the favour r'f 
Churches and Governments, and in medicine the Jeus 
were for a long period pre<eminent. Their marked taste 
and turn for music may appear more surprising. It is 
universally recognised and is sufficiently' evident to any- 
one who will look at the faces of the chief orchestras of 
Europe. Besides a ‘crowd of lesser names they have 
produced among composers Mendelssohn, Meyerbeer, 
and lial^vy, and among contemporary performers Bubin- 
stein, Joachim, Hermann Levy, and Lucca. A Jewess is 
the most popular tragic actress on the contemporary 
stage, and another Jewess was probably the greatest 
tragic actress of the century. M. Lcroy-Beaulieu notices 
that in painting and sculpture the Jews have been less 
conspicuous, and he attributes this to their horror of 
idolatry. I should rather ascribe it to the fact that 
European art in its best period was mainly devoted to 
depicting Christian subjects for Christian churches. At 
all events several considerable Jewish names may be cited 
in contemporary art, and the Dutch painter who bears the 
name of Israels is perhaps the greatest living master of 
the pathetic in painting. In Western Europe, wherever 
public life has been opened to them, Jews have thrown 
themselves into almost all the great movements of their 
time and have distinguished themselves in nearly all. 
Cr^mieux, who was a leading figure in the French 
Bepublic of 1848, was a Jew both by birth and by creed. 
David Manin and Leon Gambetta had Jewish blood in 
their veins. Lassalle and Marx, the chief names in 
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German socialism, as well as great numbers of their 
followers belong to the same race, and more than one 
English example of political eminence will occnr to the 
reader. In both German and Dutch literature Jewish 
names are frequent and they are nearly everywhere 
prominent in journalism. In the army they have been 
much less distinguished. Many Jews no doubt serve in 
the great continental armies with honour, but the Jew 
is naturally a pacific being, hating violence and recoiling 
with a peculiar horror from blood. The beneficence of 
the Jew was for a long time very naturally confined to 
his own race, but since the hand of persecution has been 
withdrawn, and wherever the Jews have been suffered to 
mingle freely with the Christian population, it has taken 
a wider range and Jewish names are conspicuous in some 
of the best forms of unsectarian philanthropy. 

It is the evident tendency of modern political life to 
split op into a number of distinct groups representing 
distinct interests or forms of thought. We find a Catholic 
party, a Nonconformist party, a Labour party, a Socialist 
party, a Temperance party, and many others. But in 
spite of the crusade that has arisen in so many countries 
against the Jews, we nowhere find a distinct and clearly 
defined Jewish party. The tendency of the race is rather 
to throw themselves ardently into existing movements, 
and their power of assimilation is one of their most 
remarkable gifts. As M. Leroy-Beaulieu shows by many 
illustrations, they are apt in most Western nations even 
to exaggerate the national characteristics, though they 
usually combine with them a certain flexibility of 
adaptation qpd a certain cosmopolitanism of view which 
is essentially their own. 

It was inevitable that with such tendencies the old 
rigidity of creed should be impaired and that the 
observances which completely severed the Jew from 
other people should be discarded. There can be little 
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doubt that the dissolution of old beliefs which has boon 
such a marked and ominous characteristic of the latter 
half of the nineteenth century has been even more common 
among the Western Jews than in Christian nations, and 
it appears to have spread quite as rapidly among the 
w'omen as among the men. Many Jews have passed into 
complete religious indifference — into absolute and often 
very cynical negation. They have become, as Sheridan 
wittily said, like the blank page between the Old and 
the New Testament. Others have taken refuge in a kind 
of highly rationalised Judaism little different from pure 
Theism. Some of the most independent, scientific, and 
trenchant criticism of the Old Testament writings has 
proceeded from members of the race which was once 
distinguished for the most complete and superstitious 
worship of the letter of the law. Spinoza in his ' Trac- 
tatus TheologicO'Politicus ’ led the way in this path, and 
in our own day 1 need only mention the writings of 
Salvador, Ealisch, and Darmesteter and the remarkable 
Hibbert Lectures of Mr. Montefiore. 

This movement, however, is chiefly confined to the 
Western Jews. The Oriental Jews have retained in a 
far greater measure their old creed and ritual, their old 
fanaticism and aspirations. To them Palestine is still 
the land of promise, and they still dream that it is 
destined to become once more a Jewish State. Pew 
persons who consider the conditions of the East and the 
power of the Jewish race will pronounce the realisation 
of this dream to be impossible or even in a very high 
degree improbable. Perhaps the most formidable obstacle 
is the poverty of the land and the total ab^nce among 
the Jews of agricultural tastes and aptitudes. One thing, 
however, may be safely predicted. If Palestine is ever 
again to become a Jewish land, this will be effected only 
through hhe wealth and energy of the Western Jews, and 
it is not those Jews who are likely to inhabit it. 
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Among the many important works which have lately 
been published on the Continent, reconstructing the 
history of France during the struggle of the Revolution 
and during tbp periods that immediately preceded and 
followed it, scarcely any have been so comprehensive, and 
not many have been so valuable, as ‘ The History of the 
Life and Times of Madame de Stael,’ by Lady Blenner- 
hassett. The author — a Bavarian lady who was an 
intimate friend and favourite pupil of Dr. Ddllinger — has 
brought to her task a knowledge, which is scarcely rivalled 
in ite completeness, of the French, German, English, and 
Italian literatures relating to the period ; and she has 
produced a work of which it is in one sense the merit, 
but in another the defect, that it sweeps over a far wider 
held than might be expected from its title. It is seldom, 
I think, a judicious thing to confuse the provinces of 
history and biography by turning the life of an individual 
into an elaborate history of his time ; and in the few cases 
in which this method has been successfully pursued, the 
biographer has selected as his subject some man like 
Cromwell, or Frederick the Great, or Napoleon, who was 
indisputably the chief mover of his age. When figures of 
less prominence are chosen, both the history and the 
biographji, are apt to suffer. The true perspective, or 
relative magnitude, of events is impaired, and the book is 
almost sure to lose something of its artistic charm and of 
its popularity. Mr. Masson, as it seems to me, committed 
a mistake of this kind in his ' Life of Milton,’ when he 
grouped around the great Puritan poet — who, however 
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illostrioas, was certainly not the central figure of his time — 
a foil and valuable history of the Commonwealth, and of 
large sections of the reigns of Charles I. and Charles 11. 

In like manner, a great part of the work of Lady 
Blennerhassett is not biography, but history, and history 
of a very high order. Madame de Stael was so closely 
connected in her own person, and still more through her 
father, with the early events of the French Bevolution, 
that we accept with gratitude the admirable sketch of 
that period which Lady Blennerhassett has given us ; but 
■we should scarcely expect to find in a work primarily 
devoted to Madame de Btael full and masterly accounts 
of the Ministry of Turgot, of the rise and teaching of 
the Economists, of the rival influence of the writings 
of Montesquieu and Rousseau on the French political 
character, of the effect of English influence and American 
example in preparing the Revolution, and of the part 
played by Gennans and Swedes in French politics. At 
the same time, the pictures of the social and intellectual 
life prevailing in the different countries with which 
Madame de Stael was connected, and the full accounts 
given of a crowd of persons with whom she came into 
casual contact, though in tlicmselves both interesting and 
valuable, often tend to divert the reader from the main 
subject of the book. In truth, Lady Blennerhassett has 
not been able to resist the temptation of a very full mind 
to pour out all its knowledge, and, while possessing many 
rare and brilliant literary gifts, she appears to me to want 
that restraining sense of literary perspective which gives 
biography its true proportion and symmetry. This defect 
has, I fear, diminished the popularity of a most valuable 
book. In the original German, and in aif excellent 
French translation which was revised by the author and 
which I especially commend to my readers, the work 
consists of three very substantial volumes.' A hasty 

* There is also an English, and somewhat abridged, translation. 
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reader will readily conclude that, in this short and 
crowded life, such a space is far more than should be 
allotted to a long-vanished figure which, though interest- 
ing and brilliant, was not of the first magnitude. But if 
he has the courage to persevere, he will soon discover 
that few modem books have lighted up in so many 
directions the political, social, moral, and intellectual 
history of a momentous period, and have exhibited at 
once so many kinds of talent and so wide a range of 
sympathies and knowledge. The complete competence, 
the firm, sober, and— if I may use the expression — 
masculine judgment with which Lady Blennerhassett 
has grasped the great political problems of the period 
of the Bevolution, is not less conspicuous than the truly 
feminine delicacy of observation and touch with which 
she has delineated social life in many different countries, 
and painted the finer shades of many widely dissimilar 
characters. 

Anne Louise Germaine Necker was born in Paris on 
April 22, 17G6. Her father was at that time known only 
as a Swiss banker of high character and reputation, who 
had amassed a vast fortune and had come to Paris for his 
private affairs ; but about two years after the birth of his 
daughter he was appointed to represent the interests of 
Geneva at Paris, and when she was ten years old he rose, 
for the first time, to a leading place in the Ministry of 
France. Her mother had been the Mademoiselle Curchod 
whose charms and accomplishments had captivated 
Gibbon when he was a young man at Lausanne. Every 
reader of his autobiography will remember the famous 
passage in which he describes his engagement, the 
opposition of his father, and the resignation ' with 
which he 'sighed as a lover, but obeyed as a son.’ 
M. d’Haussonville has published from the archives at 
Copmt some melancholy letters which show clearly that 
Gibbon exhibited more heartlessness and inflicted more 
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suffering than might be gathered from his own stately 
narrative. But no lasting scar remained. After a few 
years of poverty and hardship, during which she was 
obliged to earn a livelihood as a schoolmistress, Made* 
moiselle Curchod foimd in Necker a husband who realised 
her fondest wishes ; and when, soon after, she became 
the centre of a brilliant salon at Paris, her former lover, 
then in the zenith of his fame, was often among her 
guests. Madame Keeker did not always abstain from 
slightly veiled allusions to the past, but it is pleasant to 
see that a warm and solid friendship seems to have grown 
up between Gibbon and both his host and hostess. A 
pretty anecdote is related of how, on one occasion, after 
he had left the house, they agreed in expressing the deep 
regret with which they looked forward to his approaching 
departure for England ; when their little daughter, who 
was then just ten years old, gravely offered to prevent the 
catastrophe by marrying the illustrious, but by no means 
prepossessing, historian. 

It w’as a saying of Talleyrand that ho who had 
not lived before 1789 had never known the full charm of 
life. Germaine Necker grew up in the last bright flush 
of a society which had, perhaps, as many fascinations as 
any that the world has known. Her mother, however, 
though she occupied a prominent position in this brilliant 
world, was never altogether of it. She shared fully, 
indeed, its intellectual tastes, and had herself won some 
small place in literature. She threw herself ardently into 
its philanthropic movements, and especially into that for 
the reform of the hospitals. She formed a warm and 
true friendship with Buffon and Thoma^. She corre- 
sponded with Voltaire, and attracted to her house most 
of the best writers of the age. But to the last she 
remained eminently and characteristically Swiss, and she 
never acquired the light touch, or the easy, pliant grace, 
of the true Parisian. She was a little cold, a little prim, 
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a little pedantic, & little self-conscious. Neither her 
reserved manners nor her strong domestic tastes, nor the 
vein of Puritanism that ran through her opinions, har- 
monised with the lax and sceptical society around her, and 
it was no sacrifice to her to exchange the splendours and 
the gaieties of Paris for her peaceful retreat on the Lake 
of Geneva. 

In this, as in most respects, her daughter was very 
different. In her the Swiss element had altogether dis- 
appeared, and, as is often the case with the eminent child 
of eminent parents, her character shot out in directions 
wholly unlike both that of her father and that of her 
mother. She was not beautiful, though her dark and 
eminently lustrous eyes, beaming with intelligence, and 
her rich brown tint, gave some charm to her large and 
rather coarse features ; while her massive shoulders, arms, 
and breast, her full lips and the firm grasp of her vigorous 
hand, indicated a strong, frank, ruling, and passionate 
nature, overflowing with life and with many forms of 
energy. Her education was somewhat fitfully conducted, 
but she threw herself eagerly into literary enthusiasms. 

At fifteen we find her annotating Montesquieu. Eaynal 
and Bichardson were among her idols, but, like most of 
the more ardent spirits of her generation, her ideas andi/’ 
character were moulded chiefly by the genius of Bousseau. 
Her first work of importance was an exposition of his 
doctrines, and his influence left deep traces on both 
* Gorinne ’ and ‘ Delphine.’ Her strong sane judgment, 
however, her genuine humanity, and the moderating 
influence of her father, saved her from being swept 
away, like ^adame Boland and most of the disciples of 
Bousseau, % the sanguinary torrent of revolutionary 
enthusiasm ; and in times of wild passion and exaggera- 
tion she usually exhibited a singular soundness and sobriety 
of political judgment. She was sometimes mistaken, 
but on the whole it may well be doubted whether there 
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is any other French writer or politician of the period 
of the Bevolution whose contemporary judgments of 
men and events have been more frequently ratified by 
posterity. 

In this respect she was not of the school of Bousseau. 
In another and less admirable way she was curiously 
untouched by his spirit, for few superior intellects have 
been so openly, so utterly, insensible to the charms of 
nature. She once spoke of ‘ the infernal peace ’ of her 
Swiss home, and she candidly acknowledged that if it 
were not for respect for the opinions of others she would 
not open her window to look for the hrst time on the 
Bay of Naples, though she would gladly travel five 
hundred leagues to make the acquaintance of a man of 
talent. On the borders of the Lake of Geneva, with one 
of the fairest scenes on earth expanding before her, she 
was incessantly pining for ‘ le ruisseau de la Bue du 
Bac -for the interest and the excitement of a society 
which had become the passion of her life. 

Her gifts of conversation were very wonderful, and 
she had a wide range of sympathies, keen insight into 
character, and great power of describing it by a few vivid 
words. She had, however, no reticence or reserve, she 
made many enemies by her unbounded frankness, and 
she often fatigued or overwhelmed by her exuberant 
animal spirits and by the torrent of her words. At the 
same time, unlike most great talkers, she possessed to 
a very eminent degree the gifts of learning from others, 
of grasping the characteristic features of their teaching, 
of aw’akening sympathies, of dispelling bashfulness, and 
of kindling latent intellect into a flame. Few women 
combined so remarkably a sound and moderate judgment 
with extreme vividness and impetuosity of emotion. She 
admired deeply, and she generally, admired wisely ; her 
first judgments and impulses were almost always generous ; 
and, although she was subject to violent gusts of passion. 
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she could be very patient with those she loved. Through 
her whole life she was the warmest and most wlf-sacri* 
hcing of friends, and her few antipathies were mgukrijr 
devoid of rancour. One of those who knew her best pro- 
nounced her to be ‘absohitfily. incapable of hatr^.’ 

She soon became the most attractive figure in the 
salon of Madame Necker, and as the health of her 
mother declined she became its central figure. Her rare 
accomplishments and her position as a great heiress 
naturally would have drawn many suitors around her, 
but in that age the determined Protestantism of her 
family was a formidable barrier. It appears from some- 
thing that she wrote late in life to a German corre- 
spondent that, when a mere girl, she had come under the 
spell of Louis de Narbonne, who asked her hand, and 
with whom, in after years, she had relations which 
caused much scandal and which greatly coloured her 
political life. The story that her parents at one time 
contemplated a marriage between her and William Pitt, 
on the occasion of his visit to France in 1783, was dis- 
credited by Lord Stanhope ; but M. d’Haussonville 
pronounces it to be quite true, though there is no clear 
evidence that Pitt was apprised of the wish of the deckers. 
She was then only seventeen, and her vehement protest 
against an English marriage nipped the project in the 
bud. In . 1786, however, a marriage was negotiated for 
her with th eswedish ambassador, the JBaron de Sta el.. 
who was at that time a special favourite of Gustavus III. 

It was a marriage into which but little affection entered, 
and twelve years later it ended in a separation. There 
was afterwa^, it is true, a partial reconciliation, and she 
was present with her husband when he died, in 1802, on 
the way from Paris to Coppet. 

Her marriage gave her an independent position, and 
she mixed much in the politics of the early days of 
the Bevolution. She corresponded regularly with the 
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Swedish King, and formed intimate friendships with great 
numbers of the guiding politicians. The proudest moment 
of her life was in August 1788, when, amid a transport 
of transient enthusiasm and extravagant hopefulness, her 
father was for the second time called to the helm. Her 
devotion to him amounted almost to adoration, and she 
would never acknowledge, what the rest of the world 
soon perceived, that, though excellently adapted to be 
Minister in quiet, regular times, he had neither the daring 
nor the insight, nor the commanding power, that was 
needed to guide the bark of State through the fierce 
storms of the lievolution . She fully shared the enthusiasm 
•with which the opening of the States General was received. 
She mentions that on that occasion she was watching the 
procession from a window with Madame do Montmorin, 
wife of the Minister t>f Foreign Affairs, and that as she 
expressed her delight, her companion said: ‘You arc 
wrong in rejoicing ; great calamities will follow from this 
to France and to us.' The words were truly prophetic. 
Madame de Montmorin perished on the scaffold with one 
of her sons ; the other was drowned. Her husband was 
murdered in prison during the massacre of the second 
of September. Her eldest daughter died in the prison 
hospital. Her youngest daughter withered away when not 
yet thirty, broken-hearted by the calamities of her family. 

Madame de Stael, too, soon discovered that no mil- 
lennium was at hand. She was an eye-witness of the 
terrible scenes of the fifth and sixth of October, when 
Versailles was invaded by a half-famished mob, when the 
guards were cut down and beheaded, and when the royal 
family were brought captive to Paris. Sh^ clearly saw 
that all power was passing from the Government to the 
clubs, and that the mob violence which reigned was either 
instigated or deliberately connived at by the very then 
whose first duty was to repress it. * These gentlemen,’ 
she once said, ‘ are like the rainbow ; they always appear 
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when the storm is over.’ Under her influence the Swedish 
Embassy became the chief centre in which the ‘ Constitu- 
tional Party ’ was organised. Narbonne and Talleyrand 
were then completely devoted to her. Sdgur, Choiseul, 
the Prince de Broglie, and other members of the party 
were constantly at her house ; and at what were called her 
‘ coalition dinners ’ she brought them in contact with 
leading men of other groups. She had a conspicuous 
telent for inspiring, encouraging, conciliating, and organ- 
ising a party ; and for some months she exercised a very 
real political influence. Her aim was a constitutional 
monarchy of the English type ; but she came gradually to 
believe that a republic, or at least a change of Sovereigns, 
had become inevitable. She never wavered in her 
devotion to liberty, order, aiid justice; but on minor 
questions she always exhibited a spirit of compromise 
which was very rare in her age and in her country. 
‘ The true line of conduct in politics,’ she once said, ‘ is 
always to be ready to rally to the least obnoxious party 
among your adversaries, even though it is far from repre- 
senting exactly yqpr own point of view.’ At the end of 
1791 she had a moment of delicious triumph, when her 
favourite Narbonne became Minister of War. Marie 
Antoinette, who disliked her, clearly recognised her 
hand. ‘ Count Louis de Narbonne,’ she wrote to Fersen, 

‘ has been Minister of War since yesterday. What a glory 
for Madame de Stael and what a pleasure for her to have 
the whole army at her disposal ! ’ 

The triumphs of Madame de Stael, however, were 
very fleeting. Her father had fallen irretrievably, and in 
September 1790 he passed almost unnoticed out of the 
country wherS, but little more than a year before, he had 
been welcomed with such enthusiasm. The Ministry of 
Narbonne, to which she had attached her most ardent 
hopes, ended in four months, and before its conclusion 
her husband, whose views on French politics had been 



128 HISTORICAL AND POLITICAL ESSAYS 

for some time diverging from those of his Sovereign, was 
recalled. He was not, however, replaced, and Madame 
de Stael remained alone in Paris till September 1792. 
Her position there was on extremely dangerous one. 
She had long been mi object of incessant abuse in the 
Boyalist press, and now the red waves of Jacobinism were 
rising higher and higher, surging fiercely around £hose to 
whom she was most attached. Nothing in her life is so 
admirable as the courage with which, in this period of 
the Bevolution, she devoted herself to saving the lives of 
the proscribed. Her purse was always open, and she 
often risked not only her fortune, bdt her life. The 
royal family had always disliked her ; but she was filled 
with horror at the fate that was impending over them, 
and she herself organised a plan for their e.scape, in 
which, if it had been accepted, she would have home a 
leading part, at the imminent risk of her head ; and she 
afterward wrote an earnest and eloquent pamphlet in the 
hope of saving the life of the Queen. Sometimes by 
interceding with those in power, sometimes by concealing 
fugitives in the Swedish Embassy, very^often by large and 
timely gifts of money, she saved many. Her own life, at 
the time of the September massacres, was in extreme 
danger, and she at last fled to Switzerland. Coppet then 
became a great centre of refugees, and many of them 
owed their lives to her help. Among others, Narbonne 
appears to have owed his escape, in part at least, to her 
assistance, and she chiefly managed the escape of his 
daughter. She was for a long time completely under his 
charm ; but he is said to have been irritated by her often 
tactless impetuosity, and especially by the manner in 
which public opinion regarded him as her creature, and 
hq seems to have treated her with much ingratitude. 
There was no violent breach, but there was a separation, 
and a wound which was long and bitterly felt. Many 
years later, Madame de Stael, when praising the Brince 
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de Ligne, said of him: *He had the manners of 
Monsieur de hTarbonne — and a heart.’ 

A short visit to England, in 1793, the death of her 
mother in May 1794, and the publication of her first 
purely political work, ‘ Beflections on Peace, addressed to 
Mr. Pitt and to the French,’ were the chief events of her 
life during the next few months. In this work she dwelt 
with much force on the absurdity of supposing that any 
foreign intervention could restore what the Bevolution 
had destroyed, and she predicted that the inevitable effect 
of the prolongation or extension of the war would be to 
strengthen that militant Jacobinifni which was now the 
greatest danger to Europe. In this year, too, she first 
came in contact with Benjamin Constant, and her 
acquaintance soon developed into a connection which 
gave her a new and powerful instrument for acting on 
French politics, but which also brought with it much 
suffering, many reproaches, and long and lasting dis- 
credit. In May 1795 we find her again in Paris, with 
her husband, who had once more been sent on a mission 
to France ; again eagerly engaged in French politics ; 
again largely occupied in defending the interests of her 
proscribed friends. Among others, Talleyrand appears to 
have owed his recall to her influence. As usual, she 
excited many antipathies, she was denounced in the 
Convention by Legendre for her political intrigues and 
especially for her efforts in favour of the emigrants, and 
she was obliged to leave Paris for about eighteen months. 
Her pen was at this time very active, and to this period 
belong her ‘ Essay on Novels ’ and her ‘ Treatise on the 
Passions.’ 

The staf of Bonaparte was now rapidly rising, and it 
profoundly affected the last years of her life. The pages 
in- her ‘Considerations on the French Bevolution’ in 
which she describes her first interview with him, after 
the'peace of Campo Formio,*are among the most graphic 
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she ever wrote, though something of the shadow of the 
picture was, no doubt, drawn from later experience and 
antipathy. She was at first dazzled ; she was at all 
times profoundly impressed by his genius, but she soon 
came to perceive that his nature was wholly unlike that 
of other men. She had seen, she said, men worthy of ail 
respect, and she had seen men noted for their ferocity ; 
but the impression produced on her by Bonaparte was 
generically different from that produced by either of 
these classes. She found that such epithets as ‘good,’ 
‘ violent,’ * gentle,’ and ‘ cruel ’ could not bo applied to 
him in their ordinary senses. He was in truth a being 
who stood self-centred, and apart from the sympathies, 
passions, and enthusiasms of his kind, habitually regard- 
ing men, not as fellow-creatures, but as mere counters in 
a game ; a will of colossal strength ; an intellect of clear, 
cold, transcendent power, solely governed by the imper- 
turbable calculation of the strictest egotism, and never 
drawn aside by love or hatred, by pity or religion, or by 
attachment to any cause. It was impossible, she found, 
to exaggerate his contempt for human, nature and his 
disbelief in the reality of human virtue. A perfectly 
honest man was the only kind of man he never could 
understand. Such a man perplexed and baffled his cal- 
culations, acting on tliem as the sign of the cross acts on 
the machinations of a demon. The superiority which so 
clearly shone in his conversation was not that of a mind 
cultivated by study and by society ; it was the supreme 
insight into the circumstances of life possessed by a 
mighty hunter of men. There was something in him, 
she said, like a cold and trenchant sword, which at the 
same moment could wound and chili. 

Such was the estimate she formed of the man who, 
nearly at the same time, was presented by Talleyrand to' 
the Directory as ‘the paci^cator of Europe,’ as a hero 
‘ who despised luxury and pomp — the wretched ambition 
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of common souls — and who loved the poems of Ossian, 
especially because they detach men from the earth ’ ! 
That two such different natures should come into collision 
was very natural. Bonaparte always hated superior 
women, and especially women who meddled in politics.' 
He well knew that the circle of Madame de Stael was the 
centre of ideas about freedom and constitutional govern- 
ment irreconcilably opposed to his ambition, and that the 
world of good society and good taste, of independent 
thought and independent characters, in which she played 
so great a part, remained unsubdued and undazzled by his 
power. Benjamin Constant had been placed in ‘the 
Tribunate,' and in the beginning of 1800 he made a 
speech there, indicating a desire to establish in that body 
an opposition like the opposition in the English Parlia- 
ment. Bonaparte was furious at his attitude, and at once 
ascribed it to the inspiration of Madame de 8tael. A year 
later the last work of father appeared, and it contained 
an earnest warning against growing despotism in France 
and a strong argument for the establishment of a republican 
constitution. The sayings of Madame de Stael .that 
were repeated from lip to lip, and the atmosphere of 
thought that grew up around her, irritated and disquieted 
Bonaparte. * ^e is mov ing th^imnda-oLmen^JlS^said, 

‘ i n a directiontnar~does n^§uit me.' ‘They pretend 
that she does not speak of politics oi~oi me, but somehow 
it always happens that those who have been with her 
become less attached to me.' Soon her salon was emptied 
by an emphatic intimation that those who entered it 
would incur the displeasure of the First Consul. Official 
scribes were, busily employed in depreciating her, and 
these measures were speedily followed by the long exile 
which darkened the later years of her life. 

It is impossible for me in this article to relate, even 
in outline, the story of this exile, and of her travels 
in England, Italy, Austria, Bussia, and, above all, in 
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G^ennany. Madame de Stag! has herself described this 
period of her life in her ' Ten Years of Exile/ and all the 
details have been collected by Lady Blennerhassett with 
an industry that leaves nothing to be desired. A woman 
of a more heroic type would have borne with less repining 
an exclusion from Paris life which was mitigat^ by 
wealth, and fame, and abundant occupation, and a 
family that adored her, and troops of admiring friends. 
A woman who was less essentially noble would have 
assuredly accepted the overtures that were more than 
once made to her, and would have purchased her peace 
with Napoleon by burning a few grams of literary 
incense on his altar. But though, in a life of more than 
common vicissitude and temptation, Madame de Stadl 
was betrayed into great weaknesses and into some serious 
faults, she never lost her sense of the dignity and integrity 
of literature, and her works are singularly free from un- 
worthy flattery as well as from unworthy resentments 
and jealousies. The homage which Napoleon desired 
was never received, and in her great work on Italy and 
her still greater one on Germany there was no trace 
of his victories, influence, or animosities, ‘In France,’ 
he once said, ‘ there is a small literature and a great 
literature; the small literature is on my side, but the 
great literature is not for me.’ 

The disfavour which thrust Madame de Stael out 
of political influence, and then drove her into exile, 
proved a blessing in disguise, for it turned her mind 
decisively from political intrigues to those forms of 
literature in which she was most fitted to excel. Her 
treatise on ‘Literature,’ which was publisj^ed in 1800, 
was conceived upon a scale too large for her own know- 
ledge, and though she herself attributed to it the great 
and general favour that she enjoyed for a time in Paris 
society, it has not taken an enduring place in French 
literature. ‘Delphine,’ the most personal, and also the 
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most censured, of her novels, had a still wider success, 
and made a deeper and more lasting impression. It 
appeared in 1802, and it was followed by a long interval, 
during which she appears to have published nothing 
except a short but admirable notice of her father, who 
died in the spring of 1804 ; but in 1807 * Corinne ’ burst 
upon the world, and at once obtained a European fame 
equalled by that of no French novel since ' La Nouvelle 
Hdloise.’ In this great work of imagination she embodied, 
in a highly poetic form, the impressions she had derived 
from her journey's in England and Italy, and its immense 
and instantaneous success placed her on the very pinnacle 
of fame. It is worthy of notice that a bitter attack upon 
‘ Oorinne ’ appeared in ‘ Le Moniteur,’ based chiefly upon 
the fact that its hero was an Englishman ; and there 
is good reason to believe that this attack was from the 
pen of Napoleon himself. 

A book of larger scope and of more serious influence 
soon followed. Germany at this time presented the 
singular spectacle of a people who had been reduced to 
the lowest depths of political depression, but who, at 
the same time, could boast of a contemporary literature 
that was the first in the world. In France a translation 
of ‘ Werther ’ had attained great popularity ; some of the 
plays of Schiller, the idylls of Gessner, and a few other 
German works were well known; but scarcely any 
Frenchman had a conception of the magnitude < and 
importance of the intellectual activity which was growing 
up beyond the Bhine, or of the vast place which Goethe, 
Schiller, and Kant were destined to take in European 
thought. Ij; was one of the chief pleasures and occupa- 
tions of M&dame de Stael, during her exile, to explore 
this almost unknown field. It would scarcely have been 
thought that she was well fitted for the task. She learned 
the language late in life, and her characteristically French 
mind seemed very little in harmony with either the 
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strength or the weakness of the Teutonic intellect. There 
was nothing very profound, or very subtle, or very 
poetical in her nature, and she had all that instinctive 
dislike to the vague, the disproportioned, the exaggerated, 
and the ambi^ous, to fantastic and far-fetched conjecture, 
and to imposing edifices of speculation based upon scanty 
or shadowy materials, that pre-eminently distinguishes 
the best French thought. Very wisely, however, she 
placed herself in direct communication with the great 
'writers of Germany, and a wholly new world of thought 
and sentiment gradually opened upon her mind. It is 
not too much to say that it was her pen that first 
revealed to the Latin world the intellectual greatness of 
Germany. In England, Coleridge had already laboured 
in the same field, and his admirable translation of 
‘ Wallenstein ’ had appeared as early as 1800 ; but it had 
been completely still-born, and in England also it was 
reserved for the great Frenchwoman to give the first con- 
siderable impulse to the study of German literature. For 
the history, the merits, and the defects of her work on 
Germany, 1 cannot do better than to refer to the admir- 
able pages which Lady Blennerhassett has devoted to the 
subject. With the doubtful exception of ‘ Le G^nie du 
Ghristianisme,’ it was by far the most important French 
work which appeared during the reign of Napoleon. It 
is a characteristic fact that the whole of the mst edition 
was 4 :onfiscated by order of his Government. Happily 
the manuscript was saved, and about three years later it 
was printed in England. 

.Mter some discreditable scenes, on which a recently 
published correspondence has thrown a pajpful though- 
somewhat doubtful light, the connection of Madame de 
Stael with Benjamin Constant was broken. The two 
continued occasionally to correspond, and as late as 1815 
we find her lending him a large sum of money ; but their 
relations were never again what they had been, and on 
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the side of Constant there appears to have been a large 
amount of positive malevolence. ' 0 Benjamin,’ she 
wrote to him in one of her later letters, ‘you have 
destroyed my life ! For ten years not a day has passed 
that my heart has not suffered for you — and yet I loved 
you so much I ’ A strong affection, such as she had not 
found in her marriage with the Baron de Stael, was an 
imperious necessity of her existence, and after her breach 
with Constant she soon found an object in a young officer 
from Geneva named Bocca, who had returned to his 
native town badly wounded after brilliant service in Spain. 
When they first met, in 1810, Madame de Stael was forty- 
four and Bocca about twenty-three ; but a genuine and 
honourable affection seems to have grown op on both sides, 
and in the following year they were married. Madame 
de Stael, however, either clinging to her name or dreading 
the ridicule of such a strangely assorted marriage, insisted 
upon its concealment, and Bocca generally passed in 
society as her lover. A child was born in 1812, but it 
was only after the death of Madame de Stael that the 
legitimacy of the connection was established. It proved 
much more productive of happiness than might have been 
expected, and greatly brightened her closing years. 
Nearly at the same time an important change passed over 
her religious views, and the vague deism of her youth 
deepened into a positive, definite, and earnest Christianity, 
but without mysticism and vrithout intolerance. Some 
beautiful lines that are cited by Lady Blennerhassett very 
faithfully express the spirit of her belief : ‘ 11 faut avoir 

soin, si Ton peut, que le d4clin de cette vie soit la jeunesse 
de I’autre. Se d4sint4resser de soi, sans cesser de 
s’int^resser aux autres, met quelque chose de divin dans 
r&me.* 

She lived to see the downfall of perhaps the only man 
she really hated, h is return from Elba, his fifiM defeat "ai’ 
Waterier, and the restoration of the Bourbons. But 
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thoQgh she detested Napoleon and his system, these 
things gave hex no pleasure. The spectacle of an invaded 
and a dismembered France aroused her strongest feelings 
of patriotism, and she loved liberty too trdy and too 
ardently to rejoice in the influences that triumphed in 
1815. Her last years v^ere chiefly spent in the com- 
position of her * Considerations on the French Bevoldtion,* 
in vvhich she sums up the convictions of her life. It is 
one of her most valuable and most lasting books. The 
disproportioned prominence which is naturally assigned 
in it to Necker, and the manifest personal element in 
her antipathy to Napoleon, impair its weight, indeed, as 
a history; but few writers have criticised with more 
justice the successive stages of the Revolution, and few 
books of its generation are so rich in political wisdom. 
The concluding chapters, in which, in a strain of noble 
eloquence, she pleads the cause of moderate and con- 
stitutional freedom, show how steadily and how strongly, 
in an age of many disenchantments, she clung to the 
belief of her youth. 

The ‘ Considerations on the French ]^evolution * had 
a vast and an immediate success, and in a few days sixty 
thousand copies were sold. Madame de Stael, however, 
did not live to witness her triumph. In February 
1817 she was struck down by a paralytic illness, and on 
July 14 , after a long period of complete prostration, she 
paa^ away tranquilly in her sleep. It was a peaceful 
ending to an agitated and chequered career. She had 
enjoyra much and suffered much. She had committed 
@;ave faults, and had met with her full share of disap- 
pomiment and ingratitude; but few women^ have left 
TOch an enduring monument behind them, or have 
touched human life on so many sides and wiA so many 
sympathies. 
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There is probably no other English public man of the 
present century whose career has attracted in so large a 
measure the interest both of politicians and of men of 
letters as Sir Robert Peel. In addition to a crowd of 
industrious but not very distinguished compilers, it has 
been discussed with great skill by Guizot, by Lord 
Dalling, by Mr. Goldwin Smith, and by Mr. Spencer 
Walpole; and in that great literature of mono^phs 
which has grown up with such remarkable rapimty in 
England within the last decade, no less than three have 
been devoted to the life of Feel. The Interest that 
attaches to him is, indeed, of a very peculiar character. 
He was almost wholly destitute of the power of imagina- 
tion that is so conspicuous in the careers or speeches 
of Chatham and Burke, of Canning and Beaconsfield. 
Except during a few years that followed the Reform 
Bill of 1832, he never exhibited the specticle of a leader 
struggling successfully against enormous odds. He was 
not one of those statesmen who see further than their con- 
temporaries, and who, after years of failure and struggle, 
are proved by their ultimate triumph to have most tmy 
read the tendencies of their age. Though he was three 
times Prime lyfinister of England, and though he was 
for a time deemed the most brilliant of party leaders, 
he left the great and powerful party which trusted him 
allhost hopelessly shattered. Twice in his life he carried 
measures of transcendent importance which he had not 
only persistently opposed, but had been specially placed 
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in |)ower (or the purpose of resisting. The most striking 
incidents in his career are incidents of failure rather than 
of success, and history has pronounced that, on the most 
important questions of his time, he was disastrously wrong. 
The long delay in the inevitable emancipation of the 
Catholics, which was largely due to him, and the circum* 
stances under which he ultimately carried the measure, 
produced evils that are in full activity at the present hour. 
His persistent opposition to parliamentary reform contri- 
buted to bring England to the very verge of revolution ; 
though when the Beform Bill had be^n carried he nobly 
retrieved his error by the frankness with which he 
accepted, and the skill with which he used, the new 
conmtions of English politics. His abolition of the 
Com Laws at the head of a Government which had 
been pledged to maintain them gave a great shock to 
public confidence, and for a long period most seriously 
dislocated the machinery of party government. But, 
in spite of all this, there are few statmmen who have 
cumed so large a number of measures of great and 
acknowledged importance, who have impressed so deepljy 
the sense of their superiority on the minds of their 
contemporaries, or who were followed to the grave by 
a mote widespread and genuine regret. 

It is this Contrast l^tween the leading incidents of 
Peel’s life and the impression which he made on the world 
that constitutes the great interest of his career. The 
explanation is not difficult to discover. It is the ftrtmmnn 
story of extraordinary qualities balanced by striking 
defects. He was not a great statesman, but he was a 
supremely great administrator, a suprem^y great moatar 
of parliamentary management and of parliamentary 
legiuation. He had litue prescience; he often grossly 
misread the signs of the tames, or only recognisM t he*" 
when it was too late; but when he was once convinced, 
he acted cm his conviction vritb frankness and eonntge, 
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and when a tUng had to be done, no one could do it like 
him. As Disraeli said: ‘In the course of time the 
method which was natural to Sir Bobert Feel matured 
into a habit of such expertness that no one in the 
despatch of affairs ever adapted the means more fitly to 
the end.’ ^ In the words of Sir Comewall Lewis : 
‘For concocting, producing, explaining, and defending 
measures, he had no equal, or anything like an e^ual.’ * 

In the interesting volumes which were pubhshed by 
Lord Mahon and Mr. Cardwell in 1856 we have Feel’s 
own explanation of his conduct relating to the removal of 
the Catholic disabilities in 1829, and to the repeal of the 
Corn Laws in 1846; but the publication of his confidential 
correspondence has been long delayed, and the volume 
before us only carries the work down to 1827. It has 
been edited by Mr. Farker with great care and accuracy, 
and with undeviating good sense and good taste, and it 
throws much curious light upon a corner of history which 
has been but little explored. 

Feel started in life with great advantages. The eldest 
son of a very wealthy manufacturer who had long occu- 
pied a respectable place in Parliament, and who was 
closely attached to the dominant party in the State, he 
was from his earliest youth destined by his father to be 
a statesman. Under such circumstances *he was certain 
in the pre-Beform period to have not only all the 
advantages which the best school and university educa- 
tion comd give, but also the still greater advantages 
of an early introduction into both parliamentuy and 
official life ; provided always that no aberration of 
character, or (aste, or imagination, or opinion drew him 
aside from the plain path that lay before him. He grew 
w in an ‘cftmosphere of the best middle-class virtues. 
Decorum, good sense, indus^, strict morality ; a sobcor 
religious oi&odojqr ; much simplicity of life, pr^wnred in 
' Lift of Lord Ooorgo BttUktek, p. 804. * Lewis'i LoUtrot p. 8S6. 
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the midst of great wealth ; ideals which, if not very lofty, 
were at least eminently practical and perfectly honourable, 
prevailed around him, and their influence imbued his 
whole nature. He accepted cordially the destiny that 
was before him, and threw himself into it with untiring 
industry. His opinions changed during his life much more 
than his character, and the shy, sensitive, industrious, 
somewhat self-conscious, somewhat awkward Harrow 
boy, prefigured very faithfully the future statesman. He 
is described as wandering when a schoolboy by himself 
among the hedges, knocking down birds with stones, 
a practice in which he was ve^ skilful, and which 
eventually developed into a strong passion for shooting. 
He was quiet, good-natured, stumous, scarcely ever in 
scrapes, and it was not until the last year of his school 
life that he threw himself with any keenness into the 
amusements of his comrades. He had good natural 
abilities ; but probably the one point in which he greatly 
exceeded the average of intelligent boys was his memory, 
which was of extraordinary retentiveness, and which he 
carefully cultivated. During a few months which elapsed 
between leaving Harrow and going to Oxford he con- 
stantly attended the Hotue of Commons, under the 
Gallery ; and he also attended some natural history 
lectures at the Boyal Institution. His Oxford career 
was very successful. He is said to have worked before 
his degree examination for no less than eighteen hours, 
through the day and night. He gained a double-first, 
and in the first class of mathematics he stood alone. 
Such a success at once stamped him as a youth of 
extraordinary promise, and the impression it made was 
especiidly great because, the examination system having 
been very recently reorganised, he was the first Oxford* 
man who had attained it. 

He was brought into Parliament in April 1809, 
almost immediately after he came of age, for the borough 
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of Cashel. No special significance attaches to the fact 
of his having entered Parliament for an Irish consti- 
tuency, for his father had simply bought the seat, and 
the young member appears to have never gone over 
to his constituents or held any communication with 
them. 

* When I sat for Cashel,’ he afterwards wrote, * and 
was not in office, having made those sacrifices which 
could then legally be made, but now cannot, I did not 
consider myself at all pledged to the support of Govern- 
ment.’* Perceval, who represented in its extreme form 
the Tory reactibn that followed the Revolution, was 
then Prime Minister, and Peel at once took his place 
among his followers. He first spoke in seconding the 
Address in 1810, and in the partial judgment of his 
father his speech was considered, ‘by men the best 
qualified to form a correct opinion of public speaking, 
the best first speech since that of Mr. Pitt.’ ’ 

It was not, perhaps, an unmixed advantage to Peel 
that while he was still a mere boy his father had some- 
what ostentatiously destined him to be one day a Tory 
statesman. Such an education could hardly fail to 
strengthen the self-consciousness which was never 
wanting in Peel’s character, and to give a decided bias 
to his judgment. At the same time, the distinctive 
merits of his career would have probably never been fully 
developed without the early administrative training which 
Us opinions made possible for him, and there is nothing 
in his early history to give the least countenance to the 
belief that his adherence to the extreme type of Tory 

S ditics imposed the slightest strain upon his judgment. 

is immediate interests and his sentiments appear at this 
.time to have perfectly concurred. He came into Par- 
liament with the party which was dominant, and with 

* Priwatt Corretpondenen of Sir R. Peel, 1788-1827. Kd. bT C, S. 
Parkwr, M.P., 1881, p. 24. * Ibid. p. 87. 
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the section of the p&rty which was most poor in able men. 
Had he adopted on the Catholic question the liberal 
opinions of Canning and Castlereagh, he must have held 
a position altogether subordinate to them ; and the same 
causes that in the preceding Ministry had raised Perceval 
to be leader of the House of Commons over the heads of 
Castlereagh and Canning, marked out for Peel the future 
leadership of the party of resistance to concession. It has 
been said, on the authority of Sir Lawrence Peel, that 
his first appointment was that of private secretary to 
Lord Liverpool, but Mr. Parker has found no trace of 
this in the papers either of Peel or of' Lord Liverpool. 
In 1810, however, when he was but just twenty-two, he 
entered administrative life as Under-Secretary of State 
for 'War and the Colonies, and he held that place till 
August 1812, when he obtained the far more important 
post of Chief Secretary for Ireland, and became for the 
next six years virtual governor of that country. 

It was a post requiring not only great administrative 
skill, but also great gifts of original statesmanship. 
During the last five years of the eighteenth century, and 
especially during the rebellion of 1708, religious passions 
in Ireland, which had for more than a generation been 
steadily subsiding, had been kindled into a flame, and the 
urgent necessity of settling the Catholic question had 
begun to press with irresistible force on the minds of the 
more intelligent statesmen. Pitt had intended to com- 
plete the Union by measmes for admitting Catholics into 
Parliament, for commuting tithes, and for paying the 
Catholic clergy. Through the instrumentality of Lord 
Castlereagh assurances of the disposition of the Cabinet 
had been conveyed to the Catholic bishops and the 
leading Catholic laymen in 1799, which were sufficient' 
to secure their active support 'for the Union and to 
prevent any serious opposition among the Catholic laity. 
The bishops met the wishes of the English Government 
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by drawing up a mries of resolutions, in which they 
declared their readiness to accept with gratitude an 
endowment for the priesthood, to confer upon the English 
Government a power of veto over the appointment of 
Catholic bishops which would prevent the introduction 
into that body of any disloyal men, and to certify to the 
Government the nomination of all Catholic parish priests, 
as well as the fact that they had taken the oath of 
allegiance. But the King had not been informed of the 
negotiations that had taken place, and it is well known 
how his uncompromising opposition produced the resigna- 
tion of Pitt in IrSOl, how the agitation caused by the 
question threw the IGng into a temporary fit of insanity, 
and how Pitt at once promised that he would not move 
the question again during the reign. In the spring of 
1804 Pitt resumed office, on the express understanding 
that he would not permit Catholic Emancipation ; when 
the question was introduced in 1805 by Lord Grenville in 
the Lords, and by Fox in the Commons, it was defeated 
in both Houses by immense majorities, and Pitt declared 
that though he was still of opinion that there was no 
danger in the concession, yet, as long as the circumstances 
which prevented him from bringing it forward continued, 
he would be no party to agitating the question. 

In 1806 Pitt died, and Fox and Grenville were them- 
selves in power, but the Catholics were again disap- 
pointed. The prejudice of the King, the feeling of the 
country, the recent vote of the House of Commons, the 
presence of Lord Sidmouth in the Ministry, proved 
insuperable obstacles, and Fox could only urge the 
Catholic leadera to postpone the question. Fox died in 
September 1806, and the Govenunent presided over by 
Lord Grenville met a new Parliament m the following 
December. Grenville had been Pitt’s colleague during 
the negotiations with the Catholics that preceded the 
Union ; he had strongly urged upon Pitt the necessity of 
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resigning in 1801, and he never forgave him for having 
so lightly abandoned the cause. Grenville did not 
attempt to carry emancipation, but he resolved to take 
at least one serious step in the direction of concession, by 
tiurowing open to the Catholics all the posts in the army 
and navy. An Irish Act of 1793 had enabled them to 
hold in Ireland commissions in the anny, and to attain 
any rank except comniander-in- chief, master-general of 
the ordnance, and general of the staff ; but if the regiments 
in which they served were sent to England, they were 
disqualified by law from remaining in the service. The 
original Bill of Grenville’s Government was intended to 
remove this anomaly, and assimilate ♦he law in the two 
countries ; but in the course of the discussions it was 
agreed that the Catholics should be freed from the 
exceptions to which they were subjected by the Irish Act, 
that all posts in the army and navy should be thrown 
open to men of all religious persuasions, subject only to 
the obligation of taking an oath which was prescril^d, 
and that Catholic soldiers should be guaranteed by law 
the free exercise of their religion. The King had been 
informed of this, and was understood to have given a 
distinct, though a reluctant, assent ; but a strong Pro- 
testant party, headed by Perceval, fiercely opposed it. 
The King withdrew his assent from the add^ clauses, 
and expressed his disapprobation of the whole measure. 
At last, after much discussion, the Ministers agreed for 
the present to withdraw their Bill, reserving to tiiem- 
selves by a Cabinet minute, which was submitted to the 
King, the right to renew it, or to propose any other 
measure on the subject which they desired. But the 
King was determined to push his victory fo the end. He 
demanded from his Ministers a promise in writing that 
they would never again propose to him any measure 
connected with Catholic emancipation, and as the 
Ministers refused to give' this unconstitntional pledge, the 
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King dismissed them from office, and called the Duke of 
Portland to the head of affairs. 

It was the second time that the King had broken np a 
Ministry on the Catholic question, and his conduct was 
especially significant, as his refusal to grant military 
promotion to Catholics was announced in the midst of 
a great war, and at a time when thousands of Catholics 
were fighting in his armies. It at once appeared that 
there were two entirely distinct schools of Tories. Pitt, 
to the very close of his life, had declared that his opinions 
on the Catholic question were unchanged, though he 
would not force them against the inclination of the King ; 
and his views were adopted by Canning, Castlereagh, and 
Wellesley. Perceval, on the other hand, emphatically 
declared that he ‘could not conceive a time or any change 
of circumstances which could render further concession to 
the Catholics consistent with the safety of the State.’ ' 
With the exception of Eldon, scarcely any man of real 
ability adopted this view until Peel entered Parliament as 
the follower of Perceval. It is sufficiently evident from 
this fact how little truth there is in the theory that 
attributes Peel’s early Toryism to a blind admiration 
for Pitt. 

The party of the King triumphed. Parliament was 
dissolved on the ‘ No Popery ’ cry, and on the first great 
party division that followed the election the Ministers in 
the House of Commons had a majority of 195. Canning 
and Castlereagh, though they had no sympathy with that 
cry, availed themselves of the current that ran so strongly 
against the Whigs. In the Ministry of the Duke of 
Portland they held the seals for the Foreign and War 
Departments, but the leadership of the Commons and the 
virtual leadership of the Ministry was given to Perceval, 
who, though entirely without brilliant parts, exhibited 
unexpected talents, both as a practical debater and as a 

‘ Hantard, First Ser. xxi. 66S. 
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mailer of moi, and who had the advant^ of repte> 
aenting folly the dominant p«^. Several cmmmetancea, 
however, outer than a conviction of the danger of the 
CatiioUc claims, ccrntziboted to the triiunph of the 
anti>Catholic party. The Whi^' already Broken by 
them policy towarm France in ^ first stages of the 
Bevolotion and of the war, had become stilf mote 
unpopular through their oppomtitm to the seisore of the 
Danish fleet and to the Peninsular War. They vere 
divided among themselves, for there was little sympathy 
between the more aristocratio Whigs, who were repre* 
eented by Grenville and Iiord Howickr and the more 
Badical party of Sir F. Burdett and Whitbread. A 
strong personal as well as political dislike already existed 
between Howick and Canning, and prevented their hearty 
co-operation on the one great question on which they 
were agreed. Above all, there was a general conviction 
among statesmen that the King’s mind was trembling on 
the verge of insanity, and that a renewal of the Catholic 
conmlications of 1801 would produce a catastrophe. 

^e question was debated in botl) the Dords and 
Commons in 1808. In the former it was lost by a 
majority of 87, wd in the latter by a majority of 163. 
Grattan on this occasion introduced the Catholic Mtition 
in a speech of consummate power ; but both Castlereagh 
and Canning opposed the reception of the petition, on 
the ground that the time was unsuited for the agitation 
of the question ; and the spirit of the ruling part of the 
hOnistry was snfiieiently shown by the reduction of the 
Maynooth grant from 13,0001. to 0,2501. When the 
Portland G^emment was broken up in S^tember 1809 
the quarrel, duel, and resignation of Canning and 
(^fleceagh, Perceval became tiie head of the new 
Ministry, .Lord Wellesley occniying the place 
Cannini^ and Lord Hawkesbury mat of Csfluemgh; 
and an intensely anti>Catbolio ministty continued to the 
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death of Perceval. In 1809 the Catholic qaeetbii mw 
not introduced into Parliament-. In the qsring of 1810 
it was introdnoed into both Houses, but was defeated by 
majoritieB of 86 and 104 ; but in October 1810 an event 
occuRed which profoundly changed the aspect of afiEuxs. 
Q%e King's insamty broke out anew in a form which gave 
little hope of recovery, and the Prince of Wales vms 
appointed Be^ent. Por a year the regency was subject to 
restrictions similar to those which had b^n adopted in 
1788, but on February 1, 1812, these restrictions were to 
cease, and the Regent was to enter into full fruition of 
the royal power. 

The hopes of the Catholics were now raised to 
the highest point. With the con&rmed insanity of 
George III. the most serious of ail the obstacles to their 
claims was removed. During the year of the restricted 
regency, while there was still some chan(» of the 
recovery of the King, the Prince of Wales declined to 
remove the existing Ministry from office, though even 
this decision was not taken without some hesitation and 
some negotiations with the Whigs. The Catholics, 
however, folly expected that the royal influence would 
now be exerted in their favour, and that the Whig 
. Ministry would speedily come. The Prince of Wales had 
long been in close connection with the Whigs. As early 
as 1797 he had expressed a desire to go over to Ireland as 
Lord'Lieutenant, carrying with him a policy of concilia* 
tion to the Catholics. In 1805, when Fox and Grenville 
had introduced the Catholic question into the Imperial 
Parliament, the Prince, while stating that considerations 
of obvious delicacy prevented him from taking an imme- 
dwte and open part in its favour, had mven the Whig 
leaders the fullest authority to assure me Cathdics 
Ireland that he would never fensake their interests, the 
* most distinct and authentic pledge ' of his wish to relieve 
ttiem from the duabilities of which they complame^ 

..a S * 
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Mid to aaai himBelf in their tavonr as soon as he 
was constitntitMiaUy able to do so. It is easy there- 
lore to ima^e the consternation and the inagnation 
wito which, in 1812, the Catholics found that the Prince 
B^gent had changed his i^ciples aii^d his jpohcy ; that, 
idter a short and perhaps insincere n^otiation with the 
Wl^, he had resolved to maintain in power a Hinis^ 
whi(m was constructed for the main purpose of main- 
taining the Catholic disabilities; and that his own 
opinions were rapidly verging towards this poUcy. 

The situation in Ireland was becc^iug very dangerous. 
For some years after the Union a gmt apathy prevailed, 
and there is no reasonable doubt that, if events in 
England had been favourable. Catholic emancipation 
wo^d have met with no serious opposition in Ireland, 
and could have been carried with every reasonable limi- 
tation and safeguard. The most competent English 
officials calculate that at least sixty-four of the hundred 
Iririi reprraentatives would vote for it, and that a decided 
prepcmdetance of Irish Protestant opinion was in its 
favour. On the other hand, the Catholic bishops and 
aristo<nracy had fully accepted the policy of an endow- 
ment for the priests and a veto on the appointment 
of bishoM, and the most Conservative elements in the 
Catholic D^y still exercised an ascendancy over their co- 
retigionists. The question of the veto had been 
mentioned in the Commons, by Sir J. Hippisley, in 1806, 
and in 1808 Grattan and Ponsonby fonmuly announced, 
on the authority of the Catholic bishcms, their readiness 
to accept it. A letter from Bishop Milner was read to 
the House, which very clearly statM their ppsition : 

'The Catholic prelates of Ireland,' he wrot^ 'are 
vrilling to give a direct negative power to bis Majesty’s 
Government with respect to the nomination of their 
titular bishoprics, in such manner that when they have 
among themselves resolved who is the fittest person 
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for the vacant see, they will transmit his name to his 
Majesty^s Ministers ; and if the latter shonld object to 
that name, they will transmit another and another, until 
a name is presented to which no objection is made ; and 
(which is never likely to be the case) should the Pope 
rMuse to mve those essentially necessary spiritual powers, 
of which he is the depository, to the person so pnsented 
by the Catholic bishops and so approved by the Govern- 
ment, they will continue to propose names till one occurs 
which is ameeable to both parties — namely, the Crown 
and Apostolic See.' . . 

The prelatits sto engaged to nominate no persons 
who had not previously twen the oath of allegiance.' 
But a democratic party had now arisen among the 
Catholics, which utterly repudiated the restrictions of 
the veto, which sought emancipation by violent and 
democratic agitation, and which was rapidly drawing 
the most dangerous elements in the country into ite 
channel. The bishops, pushed on by the strong force 
that was behind them, speedily retraced their s^ps and 
passed resolntiqns against the restrictions they had 
accepted, and there were evident signs that the Catholic 
body was passing away from the guidance of Grattan and 
of the gentry. This was not surprising in a country 
where n^y elements of anarchy subsisted; and the 
democratic party had already found in O’Connell a leader 
of consummate skill, and of untiring industry, energy, 
and ambition. But the chief cause of the great change 
tiiat was passing over the Irish Catholics was to be found 
in the disappointment of their hopes in 1801, in 1804, in 
1Q06, and 1^2 ; in the desertion of their cause by Pitt ; 
in the proved impotence of the Whigs ; in the foulure of 
* t^ SMurities ’ even to mitigate the hostility of Perceval 
and his followers ; in the profound consternation and 
exasperation that were produced by the attitude of the 
• Rfmoirs, it. 177. 
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B«gait The fonnAtion of the QenenU Committee of 
Ca^lie Delegfttee was speedily followed by its sop* 
psMsion uodor the C<myeDti(»i Act. But the mflnence 
of O’Connell was npidly ^wing; there were already 
mninons signs of a possible agitation lor the repeal of the 
Union, and the indignation of the Catholics was signifi- 
cantly shown by the famons * witchery resdntions,’ which 
were unanimonsly carried by the i^gregate meeting of 
the Catholics in the June of 1812, reflecting on the 
influence which Lady Hertford was believed to exeroiae 
over the Prince. After calling for* the * total and 
unqualified repeal of the penal laws which aggrieve the 
C^uiolics,’ they proceeded to use the following uuiguage : 
' That from authentic documents now before us we hear, 
with deep disappoin^ent and anguish, how cruelly the 

E romised boon of Catholic freedom has been interrupted 
y the fatal witchary of an unworthy secret influence. . . . 
To this impure source we trace but too distinctly our 
ba£Sed hopes and protracted servitude.’ Such language 
WM not calculated to conciliate the Prince, and he was 
only confirmed in his hostility to the Catholics. As early 
as September 1813 the Duke of Bichmond wrote to 
Peel: ‘1 was delighted to find H.B.H. as steady a 
Protestant as the Attorney-General.’ 

The commencement, however, of what was virtually 
a new reign had given a new activity to the question. It 
was brought forward in different forms in the first months 
of 1812 by Lord Wellesley and Lord Donouglunore in 
one House, and by Lord Morpeth and Grattan in the 
other; and although it was still defeated, the diminish^ 
majorities, the evident signs of an increpsed Catholic 
party in the country, and tiie language of some of the 
most distingnished men in Parliament, clearly indicated 
the pr<^pre88 of the measure. Citing especidly noW 
stemmously urged that the time had come whra the 
Catholic question must be fully deidt vrith. The 
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MBassination of Pwceval on May 11 , 1812 , again 
changed the dtnation and led to a long series of feeble 
and abortive negotiations. An attempt was made to 
ocmtinue the existing Ministry under the lead of Lord 
Liverpool, with the addition of Canning and L(n:d 
Wellf^ey ; but these statesmen declined the offor, on the 
ground that the other Ministers refused to carry Catholic 
emancipation, and Lord Wellesley on the additional 
ground of their languor in prosecuting the Spanish war. 
The l^ent then authorised Lord Wellesley to construct 
a Ministry, with the assistance of Canning, and an offer 
was made tc Lords Grey and Grenville to join it, 
promising an immediate consideration of the Catholic 
claims with a view to a conciliatory settlement; while, 
on the other hand, attempts were made to relain the 
services of the leading members of Perceval’s Ministry. 
But the Whig leaders refused to take part in a coalition 
Ministry, in which they would probably be outvoted, and 
the former Cabinet was reconstructed, under the le^er- 
ship of Lord Liverpool, but on the principle of leaving 
the Catholic question an open one. Liverpool himself 
was opposed to concession, but his opposition was by no 
means of the unqualified kind which had been shown by 
Percevad; amd a Isurge proportion of his colleagues, 
including Castlereagh, who led the House of Commons, 
were in favour of Catholic emancipation. If Canning 
had consented to join the Ministry, Lord Wellesley would 
probably have b^n Lo^-Lieutenant in Ireland, amd 
under these circumstances the Catholic side could 
scarcely have fadled to acquire a decisive preponderamoe. 
If, on the other hand, Castlereagh had flowed the 
example of Canning, and refused to take part in a 
Ministry which declined to settle the Catholic question, (ht 
if the Wliigs haad consented to cooperate with Canning, 
the settlement of this great question could scarcely have 
been deferred. Unfe^nnatmy, none of these things 
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Imppened. Caatleceagh i»mAmed tiie leader of the 
House. Canning refused to follow his leadership, and 
two years later accepted the embasw to Lisbon. The 
Whig leaders stood aloof from all Idmisterial combina* 
turns. The Duke of Biohmond, who was violently anti* 
Catholic, oontinned to be Lord-Lientenant of Ireland; 
tile post of Chief Secretary was given to Fed, and 
Ireland was destined to undergo fifteen mote years of 
demoralising and disorganising agitation before the 
Catholic question was settled. 

.Canning, however, as an independoit member, 
brought forward a resolution pledging the House to an 
eadiy consideration of the laws affecting his Majesty's 
Boman Catholic subjects, with a view to their final 
conciliatory adjustment, and the conditions of the 
question had so profoundly changed that it was carried 
% a majority of 129 ; while a similar motion by Lord 
Wellesley in the House of Lords was met by the previous 
question, which was carried by a majority of only one. 

Peel, though he had come into Parliament as a 
spedal follower of Perceval, had not yet pledged himself 
decisively against the Catholics. He had vo^ silently 
against Canning's motion in June, and although he had 
spoken against a previous motion of Grattan, he had done 
so mainly on the ground that the time was not opportune, 
and had expressly guarded himself against mving any 
positive pledge. He was now, however, obliged to take a 
more prominent part, and for the next six years he was 
the chief support of the anti-Catholic party in Parliament. 
His part was a very difficult one, for he had to encounter 
Grattan, Plunket, Canning, and the Whig leaders, and he 
had scarcely any real supporters. Saurin, the Attorn^* 
General, it is true, was strongly opposed to all concession. 
He was a lawyer of high charact^ and attunments, of ‘ 
Huguenot desert and strong Huguenot principles, and 
he had borne a distinguished part in opposition to the 
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Union; bat Saurin refosed to go to London. Bnshe, 
who was 8olioitor*GkineraI, leanM to the Catholic ode; 
and, to the great indignation and consternation of the 
Government, Wellesley Pole, who had preceded Peel as 
Chief Secretary and who was the brother of Lord 
Wellesley, now pronounced himself strongly in Parlia* 
ment in favour of the Catholics. This speech was 
entirely unexpected, for Pole had hitherto been regarded 
as a staunch adherent of the Protestant party, and as late 
as the last day of 1811 he had sent a memorandum on 
the Catholic question to the Secretary of State in 
England, which was intended to be laid before the 
Cabinet, and which maintained the impossibility of 
safely satisfying the Catholic claims, and the expediency 
of the Prince Begent’s taking a decided part against 
them. A general election had taken place in Sept^ber, 
and it is evident from the letters of Lord Liverpool and 
Peel that they at this time looked upon Canning and his 
followers with even more hostility than the regular 
Opposition. 

In the new Parliament the Catholic question at once 
assumed a great prominence. A motion for the imme< 
diate consideration of the laws affecting the Catholics 
was introduced by Grattan, supported by Castlereagh, 
opposed by Peel, and ultimately carried by a majority 
of 40. A resolution of Grattan’s for removing laws 
imposing civil and military disabilities on the Catholics, 
with such regulations and exceptions as might provide 
for the security of the Protestant succession and of the 
Established Church, was next introduced. Peel opposed 
it bitterly, but was beaten by a majority of 67. 

'We were^terribly beaten,’ he wrote to his Under- 
secretary, ' but we are sad cowards, I am ahraid ; at least, 
we-are shamefully used. Poor Duigenan ixiuld not get 
a hearing, and the general impression seemed i^iunst the 
Protestants. We wUl fight them out, however, to the 
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iMi I am sole it la better than to give way/ * Your 
^enoe of the Protestant oaii8e>’ wrote Sanrin, * was not 
only by for the ablest and best, bat the only one whiob 
did not seem to strei^ithen the caoM of the adTecsaiy by 
some iMmcession of manciple. I really fear tibe Protestuit 
cause is lost in the Comnums. There can be no rally 
now bat on the secorities/ ' 

Grattan at once brooght in a Bill in accordance with 
the terms of the Beeolation that had been carried ; hot 
the Protestant par^ now rallied aroond a motion of Sir 
John Hippisley, for a committee to inquire into the state 
and tenets of the Boman Catholics,* and the laws 
affecting them. Canning pointed oat with great force 
that a committee of inquiry was exactly what the 
Protestant party had for so many years strenuously 
resisted ; but. as Peel wrote to the Dwe of Bichmond, 
th^ was no inconsistency in their conduct : ' When the 
question was whether we should consider the claims of 
the Catholics and the laws affecting them, or should 
resist their claims, we voted for resistance without 
inquiry ; the question now is, whether we shall consider 
or conc^e, and we prefer inquiry to cohcession.* 

The motion for delay, however, was defeated by 187 
to 835, and the second reading of Grattan’s Bill was 
carried by 845 to 203. But a sadden change now 
ooourred m the prospects of the cause. Cannmg and 
Castlereagh, with the full assent of Grattan, introdwed 
clauses for the securities which had been before inti- 
mated, giving the Crown a control over the nomination 




condemned the proposal, and the large majority of Uie 
Catholic Board supported them. It b^abae evident that 
^e Bill before Parliament would fail to satiriEy the 
Cathdics, and after a long discussion the danse admitring 
Catiiolics to Pariiamoit was rejected by 261 to 247. 

' JPiet Oomtpoiid0iic$, p. SO. * Jbid. p. SS. 
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Ped had triumphed. The profound divudtm whkh 
had brokw out among the supporters of Cathdio 
emancipation threw back for many years a cause which 
had be^ almost gained, though in 1817 an Act was 
passed without opposition throwing open to the Gatiiolics 
the miUtary and naval positions wmch Grenville had 
vainly attempted to open in 1807. Few things could 
have been eventually nu>re disastrous both to Ireland and 
to the Empire than the defeat of the influence represented 
by Grattan and by the Catholic gentry, and the growing 
ascendancy of O’Connell and the democratic ana sacer* 
dotal party in Irish popular politics. Grattan had long 
predicted that, if concession was not speedily and wisely 
made, population in Ireland would drift away from the 
guiding and moderating influence of property ; that 
seditious and anarchical men would gain an ascendancy 
which would make the whole problem of Irish Gk>vem- 
ment incalculably difficult ; that a priesthood unconnected 
with the English Government would lead to a • Catholic 
laity disco^rated from the p^ple of England.* In the 
Irish Parliament the strong bias of Conservatism in his 
policy had been repeatedly displayed, and it was equally 
apparent in the Imperial Parliament. In 1807 he had 
supported the Insurrection Act, in opposition to many of 
his friends, on the ground that there was a real and 
dangerous French p^y in Ireland, which the common 
law was insufficient to suppress. In 1814 he eii^ressed 
his full wproval of the proclamation suppressing the 
Catholic B(Mucd. He steadily and earnestly maintained 
that, although it was vitally necessary that Catholic 
emancipation jnhould be speedily carried, it should be 
accompanied by measures for securing, as far as posable, 
the loyalty of the higher Catholic cler^, and uniting 
tBion in interest and sentiment with the British Gkivem* 
ment. He looked with bitter hostility on the rise and 
policy of O’Conndl. He accused him of ‘setting afloat 
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the bad paasions of (he people.’ making grieYancM 
matnunents of power wKhout any honest wish (o redress 
(hem, treating politics as a trade to serve a desperate and 
interested pnrpoee. 

Bnt the mfinenoe of Grattan was now manifestly 
declining, and Peel watched the decline with a short* 
sighted and not very generons pleasnre. In Parliament, 
though numbers were against the Catholics, the over- 
wheln^g preponderance of ability was still in favour of 
ibo principle of emancipation, and it was in leading the 
anti-Catholic purty that Peel chiefly ac(|uired his aunost 
unrivalled parliamentary skill. He hao, indeed, all the 
qualities of a great debater: (M>urage, fluency, self* 
possession, complete command of every subject he 
treated, unfailing lucidity both in statement and reason- 
ing; admirable skill in marshalling and disentangling 
great masses of facts, in meeting, evading, or retorting 
arguments, and detecting the weak points of the case of 
an opponent, in veiling, by plausible language, extreme 
or unpalatable views, in extricating himself by subtle 
distinctions and qualifications from embarrassing situa- 
tions. He can scarcely, it is true, f>e called a great 
orator. His style was formal, cumbrous, extremely 
verbose, without sparkle and without fire. He had little 
or no power of moving the passions, nothing of the 
flexibility that can adapt itself to v^ diflierent audiences, 
nothing of the philosophic insight (hat can impart a 
perennial interest to transient discussions. Bnt few men 
Mve ever understood the House of Commons like him, or 
have possessed in so high a degree the qualities that are 
most .fitted to command and influence Jt. The grrat 
mass of anti-Catholic sentiment in the country rallied 
around him as its most TOwerfnl champion, and in 1817 
he attained one of the <mief objects of his ambition In 
being elected member for Oxford Universi^. It is well 
known that his older and more brilliant rival had long 
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aspired to this honour. It was mainly throngh the 
Catholic question that Canning missed and Peel won the 
prize. 

The nickname ' Orange Feel/ which was given to him 
in Ireland, was not wholly deserved. His letters abun- 
dantly show that he had no sympathy with the ribbons, 
the anniversaries, the party tunes, the insulting pro- 
cessions and insulting language of the Oranmmen ; and, 
although he believed that in Ireland anti-Catholicism and 
loyalty were very closely connected, he viewed with 
much dislike the growth of any political confederacira 
unconnected with the Government. Declamation and 
boastfulness and needless provocation were, indeed, wholly 
alien to his nature; and even when defending extreme 
causes he rarely or never used the language of a fanatic. 
He resisted Catholic concession mainly on the ground 
that the admission of the Catholics to political power 
would prove incompatible with the existence of the 
Establiwed Church in Ireland, with the security of 
property in a country where property was mainly in 
!^testant hands^ and ultimately with the connec- 
tion between the two countries. His arguments were 
not based on religion, but on political expediency ; 
but it was an exj^iency which he believed to be 
permanent. 

* 1 see,’ he wrote to the Duke of Bichmond, ‘ one of 
the papers reports me as having said that I was not an 
advocate for perpetual exclusion. It might be inferred 
that I objected only to the time of discussing the question. 
That is not the case. . . . There are certain anomalies in 
the system whiph I would wish to remove, hut the main 
prinmples of it I would retain untouched. ... At no 
time, and under no circumstances, so long as the Catholic 
adtnits the supremacy in spirituals of a foreign earthly 
potentate, and will not tell us what supremacy in 
spirituals means — so long as he will not give us 
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Yoliwtarily the secnmty which erecv desMtio SoYceeigii 
in Enxope has by the concession of the rope himself-- 
wOl I consent to admit themu* ' 

l%e letters before ns diow deady Uiat his politioai 
sympathy was with Sanrin, with Dnigmum, witii Lord 
Eldon, and eyen with Lord Ncxrbnty. O’Connell eady 
perceived in Peel his most dangerons opTOnent, and a 
strong personal enmity, which was as mnw dne to pro* 
found differences of character as to differences of poikqr, 
grew op between them. A scorrilons attack of O’Connw 
(m Peel in 1815 was followed by a challenge, and a duel 
was prevented only by the arrest of O’Connell. The 
antipathy between the two men was never mitigated. 
O’Connell said of Peel that ‘ his smile was like the silver 
plate on a coffin.’ Peel, in his confidential letters, 
expressed the utmost dislike and contempt for the 
character of O’Connell, and when ho was at length 
compelled by the Clare election to concede Catholic 
emancipation, his feeling towards him was significantly 
and characteristically shown. He enumerated in a 
Iffilliant passage the men to whont triumph of 
Catholic emancipation was really due. He spoke of 
Fox and Grattan, of Plunket and of Canning, but he 
made no mention of O’Connell. 

The administrative side of Peel’s Chief Secretaryship 
is much more creditable to him than the political side. 
The vivid picture which his letters present of the manner 
in which ireiand was governed more than fifteoi years 
after the Union will probably strike the reader with some 
surprise, when he remembers that the Union had ex* 
tingnished about seventy small boroughs, and had at 
the same time grwtly diminished the importance of the 
Irish representatives, and therefore the necessities ^ 
corruption. Ped noticed tiiat while * the pension list of 
Great Britain was limited to 90,0001. per annum, the 
' PmI Cotrmpondmee, p. 70. 
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pension list of Ireland may amount to 80,0002. a year; 
and he found almost all bisb patronage still emphqrM for 
political purposes, and almost every office hon^combed 
with abuses and peculations. A few extracts will give 
the reader some notion of the nature and extent of the 
evil, and of the efforts of Peel to reduce it : — 

‘How is it possible,’ he wrote, *to propose that 
a shilling dionld oe gnmted to a general officer on the 
staff ia Ireland when sixpence is granted in England? 
This is called a modification in official phrase, but it 
ought to be called doubling the allowance. Set your face 
steadily against all increase of salary, all extra allowances, 
all plausible claims for additional emolument. Economy 
must be the order of the day — rigid economy.’ ' * When 
English members hear that the sheriff appoints the 
grand that the grand jury tax the county, that 
the sheriff has a considerable influence at elections, and 
that the sheriff is appointed openly on the recommenda- 
tion of the member supporting the Govemm^t, they 
are startled not a little. ... I know that this is a most 
convenient patronage to the Government, but I know 
also that I cannot hint in the House of Commons at such 
a source of patronage, and I confess I have great doubts 
on the legitimacy of it. . . . After Lord Bedesdale’s 
declaration . . . that the mode of appointing sherifiis 
“poisons the sources of justice,” and witnessing the 
general feeling among the English against making the 
nomination of a most important officer in the execution 
of iustioe dependent on the will of the county member, 
I thought it highly expedient to give a positive assurance 
that the Government would revert to the ancient and 
1^^ practice of appointing sherififo in Ireland. . . . With 
a pure Bench— and time will, I hope, purify it — the 
change would be an essential change for the better.’* 
‘Foster says that the abuses discovered in the office 
' P«fl ConwtwndiNM, pp. 917, 918. * Md. pp. 999-994. 
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Tof CSteric of ihe PIom) am enoimoiu, that the amotmt of 
fees exacted from smtore ie not lees than 80,0001. per 
annnm, of which the principal clerk did not receive more 
than one*third. A Mr. Pollock, tibe Bret deputy, ie in 
receipt 8,0002. or 9,0002. a year as his own diare 
of the profits ; oth«( deputies and persons unnecessarily 
emjdoyed have profits amounting to 1,2002. <» 1,4002. a 
year each. Po^r thinks that every posrible ^fficuHy 
will be thrown in the way of an early decision in the 
Irish Courts. ... In the meantime, the Chief Baron 
is receiving the enormous profits arising from these 
enormous abuses.' ' * 

The p^tice of baying and selling public offices, and 
the practice of ffividing the salaries of a single office 
between a principal and deputies, still continued; but 
Peel did his utmost to eradicate them. If it were 
permitted in one case, he said, * every officer in every 
department who purchased on corrupt terms and is now 
livmg may claim a right to sell the office so purchased.' 

' With respect to a payment out of the salary to B., 
I can have no scruple in giving you my opinion that it 
would not be right. 1 have never omn, and cannot 
eonscientioasly be, a party to an arrangement of that 
kind, because I think this is qtute clear, that if the salary 
of the office is disproportionate to the labour of it, and can 
bear to be taxed to toe amount of 2002., the public should 
benefit, and the emoluments of the office be reduced.' * 
One of Peel's first tasks was to conduct a general 
election, and. he had ample opportunities of judmng how 
these things were managed in Ireland. A law mown as 
Curwea's Act had been recentljr passed* condemning to 
a heavy fine in the event of failure, and to the loss of 
bis seat in the event of success, .any person giving, or 
promising to give, or consenting to give either money or 
(^ce for a seat in Parliament. The law was not a tittle 
' PMt CormpoHdtnu, p. SU. * Ibid. p. 984. 
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embarrassing to Feel, as his own seat of Cashel had been 
purchased, and he thought it safer to transfer himself 
to tiiie English seat of Chippenham, where his return 
was managed by his father without any interr^tion on 
his own part. At the same time, the elections in Ireland 
went on much as if Curwen’s Act had never passed. 

'I am placed in a delicate situation enough here,* 
he wrote to his friend Croker: 'bound to secure the 
Government interests, if possible, from dilapidation, but 
still more bound to ^int with horror at the mention 
of money transactions, to threaten the unfortimate 
culprits with impeachment if they hint at an impure 
return, and yet to prevent those strongholds, Cashel, 
Mallow, and Tralee, from surrendering to the enemies 
who besiege them.’ 

Croker himself furnished an admirable illustration of 
the manner im which these principles were carried out. 
‘I find the borough’ TOown], he writes, ‘extremely 
well disposed to me. Of the respectable and steady 
people I have a decided majority, not less than twenty ; 
but there are sixty-two persons who are extremely 
doubtful. ... I have the greatest repugnance to bribeiy, 
. . . but my agent informs me that many voters wUl 
require money. . . . The return absolutely depends upon 
pounds sterling. The best computation which my agents 
can make is that a sum of 2,000/. will be necessary. The 
natural expenses will be 500/. These, I think, I am 
bound to make good. But with regard to the money for 
votes, that I expect from Government.’ 

Peel replied that he could not answer for the Govern- 
ment _ in England, and that the Irish Government 
posseraed no funds for this purpose; he would himself 
have been ready to send Croker ‘ 1,000/. as a private 
concern between ourselves with no reference ' Whatever 
to Government'; but he had it not. 'If you think 
proper,’ he added, ' to take the chance whether it [the 

u 
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<3kmncniBADt] «iUl yo% you oao |>roinlse.' Fw 

aboat BBC yBacs Fed was oonsl^tiy zeceivuig fitom Orokec 
'zeqpiests lor idaera, m cudar to disoharge *debte of 
ffratitod^* incurred at tins decii<m; and in 1816 we 
find the Government very neatly beaten in the House of 
Ckonmons in an attempt to raise Croker*# own salary. 

'Could you teli me,’ writes Lord Palmarston to Fed, 
' whether yon think there is any probability of a contest 
for the county of Sligo at the next election 'f 1 could 
at the present moment make from 280 to 290 voters 
by giving leases to tenants who arc ntAv holding at will. 
If there is any chan<% of their being of' use next year, 
I will do so forthwith, and register them in time. If 
not, I should perhaps postpone giving twenty -one years' 
leases till matters look a little more propitious to the 
pa 3 rmeDt of rents.’ 

' Lord Lorton wrote yesterday to his ‘agent to make 
all the freeholders he can on his small Queen’s County 
property. He says he is sorry he can't make more than 
twenty, but that those shall go against Pole.’ 

A few illustrations of the minor detoils of patronage 
may be added. One gentleman called upon Peel about 
an election in Clare, but ‘ said that ho would make no 
promise of his interest unless he received a pledge from 
me that his two brothers should be provided for — one 
in the Church, and the other advanced in the profession 
of the law.’ 

Lord C. ' wanted, long since, to make terms with me 
for his support in Cork, . . . and wished to be one of 
a committee for superintending the patronage of the 
county.’. • 

‘When 6. wants a baronetcy, he is very rich; and 
whmi he wants a place, be is very poor. I think we 
may fairly turn the tables on him, and when he asks 
to be a Wonet, make his poverty the objection, and 
hia wealth when he asks for an office.’ 
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'Pole is c(»iBtsatly pressing E., of^the Hairigstion 
Board, for promotion. ... 1 am told lie entirely neglects 
his dn^. Pole readily admits his hopeless stapiditjr' 
and unntness for office.* 

' I do not think your son,’ Peel wrote to his Under- 
secretary, ' can make a more inefficient member of the 
Board or Stamps than,Mr. T. has done. I am perfectily 
ready, therefore, to acquiesce in the exchange.’ ' I make 
a great sacrifice,’ he wrote to Lord Whitworth, 'when 
I say that I doubt whether O.’s habits would qualify 
him for such practical duties as the Collector of Belfast 
at least ought to perform. Belfast is so flourishing 
a town, and contributes so much to the revenue, that 
I fear the Collectorship of it is too prominent a situation 
to place in it a young man. ... we must admit to be 
a ruined man by gambling. Considering how careless 
he has been of his own money, perhaps some office 
not connected with the collection of the public money 
. . . would lie more suited to him. . . . What do you 
think of the following arrangement? Make J. collector 
for this very bad and very good reason, that he is the 
most inefficient Commissioner, and therefore the public 
service will suffer least from his appointment. Make 
Colonel H. a Commissioner. He will be about as inefficient 
as J. Make B. M. junior, the most inefficient of the 
three. Surveyor of Lands, vice H., which (though he 
will lose 200f. a year) will greatly oblige his father, the 
member ; and, lastly, fulfd your good intentions towards 
O. by making him a Commissioner of Accounts, mce M.’ 

Many o^er characteristic pictures pass before us. 
There were officers of the revenue who were recom- 
mended to ‘the marked favour’ of the Government 
because they had shown what Peel somewhat rashly 
called 'the common honesty’ of refusing bribes. 
There was an official who scandalously connived at an 
abuse of justice by which innocoit women were con- 

u i ' 
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denmed to tnaq^rtatioo, tiioagh taking measiwra that 
^ Qoveaninent ahonld mdixeetly hear of the transaction. 
There were shameful lenses in the sale of the office of 
«K>ler, shameful frauds in tilxe collection of taxoi, in the 
Customs, in the batxadc charges. 

* My most decided opinion/ Peel wrote about one of 
these culprits, ' is in favour of his dismissal. I am quite 
tired of, and disgusted with, the shameful cormpticois 
which every Irish inquiry brings to light.' * 

Much toouble was given by newspapers which wore 
5ul»idised by the Government, and ac the same time 
conducted in a manner which no honesc Government 
could approve of.* Another evil is disclosed in the fol- 
lowing very creditable letter written by Peel to one of his 
successors: 

‘I found in Ireland that every official man, not content 
with the favour of Government to himself, thought he 
had a right to quarter his family on the patronage of 
Government. 1 took the course that you have done 
in order to enable me to resist with effect such extravagant 
pretensions. 1 determined never to gratify any private 
wish of my own by the smallest Irish appointment. 
There is nothing half so disgusting os the personal 
monopoly of honours and offices by those to whom the 
distribution of them is entrusted.’ * 

In the Irish Pension List there had been enormous 
abuses, but Peel took credit for having effectually stopped 
them. *No member of Parliament,' he wrote, *has Mne- 
fited by it. No vote has been influenced by it. ... I do 
not think there are any three years in the whole period 
of the Irish history during which so honest a nse has 
been made of it.’ * 

As might have been expected; blunders arising from 
extreme inefficiency were very numerous. In one case, 

' Pul Corrtucftdmwe, p. 38A *' Ibid. m. 114-116, 311, SIA 

•lUd.p.90. < Aid. p. 376. 
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by negligent drafting, the Insnrrection Bill tras 'made to 
extend to three instead of two years, while e simple 
mistake in one of the Bevenne Bills was belieyed to have 
cost the Bevenue not less than 40 , 0002 .* 

In all this dreary field the great administrative ability 
of Feel and the essential integrity of his character 
produced much real improvement, though it is very 
possible to exeiggerate his merits. No one who has read 
the Hardwicke and Colchester papers will question that 
some of his predecessors, and especiaUy the Chancellor, 
Lord Bedesdale,-had laboured with at least equal earnest* 
ness to purify Irish administration ; and the energy with 
which Lord Bedesdale, though out of office, still recurred 
to the subject, was extremely displeasing to Peel.* His 
own patronage, as we have already seen, was by no means 
ideal, and he was very anxious to stffie parliamentary 
inquiries. 

* I believe,’ he wrote, * an honest, despotic government 
would be by far the fittest government for Ireland ’ ; but 
as this could not be attained he wished no essential 
alteration. ‘I think the present system on which the 
government of Ireland is conducted is the best, but I am 
terribly afraid that Englishmen, who know nothing of 
Ireland, would not concur with me if they inquired mto 
detail. It is very difficult to manage even the most 
limited inquiry. How could we prevent the introduction of 
tithes, magistracy, the Catholic question itself ? * * 

Whatever nught be the case in the future, he be- 
lieved that in the present it was impossible for the Irish 
Government to receive adequate support unless it made 
up its mind; to purchase it. ‘ It would be good policy,’ 
he says in one of his letters, *to direct the chann^ of 
patronage as plentifully as we can towards those who 
are adhering to us on these pressing questions of army 

' PmI CSomnondmca p. 96. * Ibid- p. 911. 

• Ibid. pp. 915, 919, 990. 
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cgtetiKiltinente and ]^K>peirty tax.’ He n)fv»ed m rery 
lolly te«es applioatuma for peecagm as rewards for 
poUtioal sopp^; bat the ment of this refosid belongs 
nuuhly to Lord Liverpool, who, at the b^pnnmg of the 
Chief Secretaryship, took on this subject a very fittn 
and bononrable line, both in England and Ireland, and 
maintained it at the sacrifice of many votes. For Irish 
honours unaccompwied by endowments there appear to 
have been few apph'cants. Feel disb'ked the bestowal of ' 
ecclesiastical dignities as rewards for political services; 
bat if he did not practise it quite as much as his pre- 
decessors, this appears to have been much more due to 
nature than to policy. 

‘There is nothing so extraordinary,’ he wrote, ‘in 
natural history as the longevity of all bishops, priests, and 
deacons in Ireland. During the last five years there has 
bemi literally no Church preferment to dispose of, to the 
infinite disappointment of many expectants.’ 

In the higher legal appointments, however, while in- 
sisting that ' attachment to the Government on principle ’ 
was very materia]. Peel cordially agreed with Saurin that 
it was vitally necessary to select men ‘ for character, and 
not for politics or connection ’ ; and he added, that those 
were not likely to be the least fit for high office who were 
too proud to solicit it. ‘It is a species of pride which 
occasions very little practical inconvenience in Ireland.’ 

His letters show clearly the terrible evils of Irish life. 
He speaks of * the enormous and overgrown population,’ 
with no employment except i^cultore; of a poverty 
so extreme that in many mstricts widespre^ starvation 
was averted only by prompt Qovernrnent intervention; 
of ‘ that infemid curse, the forty shilling freeholds ’ ; of 
the evil system of employing the military in distraining 
for rent and in the collection of tithes ; of juries, through 
fear or q^j^thy, acquitting prisoz^ in the face of the 
clearest evidence ; of the gross perjury in the law courts ; 
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o! the almost nniyecsal duuffection ot the low» ovdocs^ 
fostered by a seditious press ; of the groTring spirit of 
animosity in the north of Ireland between the lower 
orders of Protestants and Catholics, which was breaking 
oat in constant riots, and had alr^y cost many liyn. 
This last evil, it might be truly said, was very largely due 
to the policy of his own party, who had protracted through 
so many years the CathoUc question, which ought to 
have been settled at the Union. There was extreme and 
chronic ignorance, poverty, and anarchy ; the payment of 
tithes was constantly resisted ; and a failure of the potato 
crop, and a sadden and terrible fall in the price ox agri- 
cultural products after the peace, added enormously to 
the diffic^ties of the situation. It is remarkable, indeed, 
that there appears to have been in 1816 and 1817 less 
disturbance of the public peace in Ireland than in 
England; Feel found it even possible to reduce the 
military establishments, and in Dublin extreme distress 
was borne with remarkable patience ; but in many parts 
of the country crimes of combination were frequent, and 
almost incrembly savage. Feel mentions one case of a 
family of eight -persons who were deliberately burnt in 
their house by a party of armed men, because the owner 
ot the house had prosecuted to conviction three men, on 
a capital charge, at the Louth assizes. In another case 
a farmer, who had shot two men who attacked his house, 
was himself shot dead on a Sunday morning, after Mass, 
at the chapel door, in the presence of hundreds of men, 
not one of whom attempted to arrest the culprit. 

These things filled Peel with a not unnatural horror, 
and his letters showed cleeurly his intense dislike both 
of the Irish character and of the Irish religion.' By far 
the most valuable contribution he made to the improve- 
ment of Ireland during his Chief Secretaryship was the 
formation, in 1814, of an efficient police force, which has 
' PtA CortvjgwfMlme*, pp. 907, 281, 885, 986. 
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ever naoe been pqpelexiy assoekted wi& big name, and 
vibMdk v?a8 tbe nodens Ib^ which tito pment adnmabie 
oeiMlabiilary fotoe was 'developed in 1 b 22 and in 1835. 
*We onght to be oroeified,’ Ira wrote, *i( we nudce the 
meagore a job. and select onr constables from the servants 
dl onr parhamentaxy friends.’ He attempted also, thongh 
without much succesg, to institute a system of popufiur 
education on a perfectly unseotturian basis, and with 
Catholics among the commissioners.' He appears to 
have met with little encouragement, and at least one 
Catitiolic bishop lost no time in cursing ‘ these nefarious 
deistical schools’; but some schools were t^stablished, 
and Peel has the merit of being one of the earliest 
advocates of a general system of unsectarian national 
education for Ireland, which many years after was accom* 
pushed. His measures for the relief of distress appear 
to have been skiifal and judicious, supporting and stimu- 
lating, but not superseding private benevolence.’ For the 
rest, he relied chiefly on Insurrection Acts strengthening 
the Executive and giving a greater efliciency to the 
administration of justice, and on strong protective legis- 
lation encouraging the com and the manufactures of 
Ireland. 

* 1 have always,’ he wrote,” been, and always shall be, 
as stroi^ an advocate for giving that preference to the 
productions of Ireland, natural or artificial, which will 
best promote the industry of the people, as I am for 
instructing the lower orders.” 

To the tithe system he would do nothing, and this is 
one of the fetal blots on his reputation as a statesman. 
There was no single source of crime, agitation, and 
disaffection in Ireland which was so prolific as this, and 
there was no subject on which tho wisest statesmen had 
been mcne agreed than on the supreme importance of 

* JpMf'CorrMfWRdmet, S7-M. 

* JMd.V9-9ti.9W. 
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meeting this evil by ft jodiciotis syston of commnti^n. 
Pitt had clearly expreaaed his opinion of tiie neoenity of 
snch a commutation to the Duke of Butland as early as 
1786, and it was one of the measures which he intmided 
to have followed the Union. Grattan had brought 
schemes of commutation in three successiYe years before 
the Irish Parliament. Lord Loughborough, who was the 
chief cause of the failure of Catholic emancipation aftmr 
the Union, had himself drawn up a Tithe Commutation 
Bill. Lord Bedesdale, who represented the extreme 
Tor3rism of the ministry of Addington, strongly urged 
the absolute necessity of speedy legislation on the subject. 
The Duke of Bedford, in 1807, dwelt on the importance 
of commuting tithes into a land-tax, and ultimately into 
land. Parnell and' Grattan had ’brought the subject 
before the Imperial Parliament in 1810, and it was i^in 
and again insisted on by the Whig writers, and nowhere 
more strongly than in Sydney Smith’s admirable letters 
to Peter Plymley and in some of the pages of the 
* Edinburgh Beview.’ But nothing was done till the 
evil had Mcome intolerable, and had brought the country 
to a state of anarchy and demoralisation that can 
scarcely be exaggerated. The connection of Peel with 
the question of Irish tithes is a very remarkable one. 
The Tithe Commutation Act, which was carried by . a 
Whig Government in 1838, is one of the few instances 
of perfectly successful legislation in Irish history, and 
it is well knovm that the chief credit of this measure 
does not belong to the Ministers who carried it. It 
was the very measure which Sir Bobert Peel had 
introduced in, 1835, which the Whig party when in 
opposition defeated by connecting it with the Appro- 
priation clause, and which the 'Whig party when in power 
were compelled to carry without that clause. But if the 
chief credit of the final settlement of this momentous 
question justly belongs to Peel, it must not be f<^!otten 
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that in the devoi yean daring which, as Chief Secretaiy 
or as Home Seeretwy, he was directly responsible for the 
government of Iietand, he had allowed this monster corse 
to grow and strengthen without making any serious effort 
to mitigate it. 

Peel was Chief Secretaiy during the concluding part 
of the viceroyalty of the Duke of Bichmond, during the 
whde of that of Lord Whitworth, and daring part of 
that of Lord Talbot. He had grown very tired of his 
position, but agreed to postpone hb departure till after 
a genend election, and he at last left Ireland, as he 
says, with * undiminished and unqualified' satisfaction,' in 
August 1818. He remained out of office until January 
1822; but the interval was not spent in idleness, and 
in 1819 be took the leading part in the great Act for 
resuming cash payments, which, os it has been truly said, 
attaches to his name * the same meed of praise wmch he 
had quoted as inscribed on the tomb of Queen Elizabeth : 
“ Moneta in justum valorem redacta." ’ It is one of his 
greatest l^idative achievements; it is also the first of 
mat series of recantations which formas one of the most 
distinctive features of bis career, for it was based upon 
the policy which Homer «had ^vocated in 1811, and 
against which Peel had then voted. He still took, on the 
Catholic giuestion. the leading part in opposition to 
emancipation, declaring his determination to offer ‘ a most 
sinc^ and uncompromising,’ though he now feared 
unavailing, resistance to Catholic concession. The 
last time the question was brought forward, by Gmttan, 
was in 1819, and he was defeat^ by a majority of only 
two. In 1^, after the death of Orattan, and in a new 
Parliament, Plunket carried a Bill for Catholic emanci* 

S fion successfully through all iis stages in the House of 
mmons, thou^ it was afterwards rejected in the 
Lords. In the ensuing session a similar fate befel a Bill 
of Canning's to relieve Catholic peers of their disabilities. 
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Some considerable change, however, was in^mdnced into 
the spirit of the Irish Government by the appointment of 
Lord Wellesley, who was in favour of the Catholics, to 
the viceroyalty. One of its most important results was 
the removal of Saurin from the office of Attomey-^nenl 
and the appointment of Flunket in his place. Lord 
Wellesle}^ described this measure to Lady Blessington 
as the removal of ‘ an old Orangeman ’ who, though 
' Attomey>General , by title, had really been Lora- 
Lieutenant for fifteen years ’ ; but it is evident from 
the letters of Feel that his warm sympathies, both 
personal and polifilcal, were with Saurin. 

The accession of George IV. to the throne in the 
beginning of 1820 brought to a crisis the quarrel between 
the new King and his wife, and led to the resignation of 
Canning in the last days of the year, and Lord Liverpool 
then tried to induce Feel to enter the Cabinet in the 
vacant post of President of the Board of Control. Feel, 
however, refused the office, declaring that he differed 
from some of the proceedings of the Ministry about the 
Queen. In the sumiper of 1821 he again declined a similu 
offer, chiefly, as it appears, on the ground of uncertain 
heal^ and of a dislike to official life which his recent 
marriage had produced. But when Lord Sidmouth re* 
signed the Home Office, Feel proved less inflexible, and 
on January 17, 1822, he accepted the seals, which he held 
till 1827. In August Castlereagh, or, as he now was. 
Lord Londonderry, committed suicide. Lord Liverpool 
saw the necessity of recalling Canning to the Cabinet as 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, and Canning would accept 
the post only as deader of the House of Commons. The 
King hated Canning, and would gladly have excluded him 
altogether from the Ministry, and Eldon and the Duke 
of Newcastle greatly desired that the leadership of the 
House of Commons should be given to Feel. Canning, 
hovraver, who had been sixteen years long^ in Parliament 
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thftn Peel, Bad both the right and the power to insist 
upon the leadership, and Peel acquiesce in his claim 
with honourable frankness. Except on the Catholic 

E ition they appear to have cordially t^eed, and some- 
g of the snosera of Canning's brilliant foreign policy 
is due to the loyalty with which he was supported by 
Peel in the Cabinet and at Court. 

Space will not permit ns to relate at length the his- 
tory Peel’s conduct as home Minister. The Catholic 
questicoi was rapidly advancing to a crisis, and the system 
of a divided Mmisbey in which it was an open question, 
and in which the leading Ministers to6k opposite sides, 
was becoming plainly impossible. Ireland was again in 
a state of anarchy bordering on civil war, and the 
foundation, in 1823, of the Catholic Association by 
O’Connell and Shell gave a new impulse to the agitation. 
The Puke of Wellington, who knew the country well 
and was not liable to panic, predicted that the new 
association if it continued would lead to civil war, and 
declared that the organisation of the disaffected in Ireland 
was much more perfect than in 1798. ‘ At the same 
time the long-protracted and increasing violence of the 
conflict had aroused fierce Orange passions both in the 
North and in Dublin, while in England the King was 
embarrassing even his * anti-Catholio * Ministers by the 
vehemence of his hostility to concession. He described 
Peel as ‘the King’s Protestant Minister’ and Lord 
Welledey as an ‘ enemy in the camp.’ He assured Peel 
that, whether the Cabinet wished it or not, he would 
never consent to give letters of precedence to a Boman 
Catholic barrister, and he wrote Peel a formal letter in 
which he said, * the sentiments of the King upon Catholic 
emancipation are those of his revered and excellent hither ; 
from those sentiments the King never can and never will 
deviate.’ * 

• Pttl CmrrttfmdtM, p. 848. • Aid! pp. 848, 888, 889. 879-871. 
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Peel, while mamtainin|[ his unflinching hostility to 
important concessions, tried to moderate all parties. 
He implored the King to make no public declaration. 
He wrote to Ireland strongly discouraging the violence 
of the Orangemen and urging that *in this age of 
liberal doctrine, when prescription is no longer even 
a presumption in favour of what is established, it will 
be a work of desperate difficulty to contend against 
“emancipation,” as they call it, unless we can fight 
with the advantage on our side of great discretion, 
forbearance, and moderation on the part of the Irish 
Protestants.' He recurred to his old idea of establish- 
ing a system of unsectarian national education, and he 
readily abandoned the corrupt and proselytising charter 
schools. He supported a measure of Lord Nugent, which 
Lord Eldon succeeded in defeating in the Lords, for 
extending to the English Catholics such privileges as 
■were already possessed by Catholics ifl Ireland, and he 
fully approved of a letter written on behalf of the Cabinet 
to the Lord-Lieutenant urging ‘ that a disposition should 
be manifested to admit the Boman Catholics of Ireland 
to a fair proportion of the emoluments and honours to 
which they are eligible by law,’ but without issuing 
patents of precedence.* 

On matters unconnected with* the Catholic question 
his administration was skilful and, on the whole, en- 
lightened ; and in 1823 he introduced the first of a series 
of important measures diminishing the enormous number 
of capital oflences that disgraced the English criminal 
code, and, at the same time, doing much to simplify and 
consolidate that* code. In this, as in most respects, there 
was little original in his legislation. He followed, at 
some distance, in the steps of Bomilly and Mackintodi, 
and he left very much to be done, which was chiefly 
accomplished during the Whig ascendancy that followed 

* PM Cormpanimet, p. SSS. 
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the Eeform Bill of 1832. It appears, from some romark' 
able letters in this Yolnme, that, before Peel took up the 
question of criminal reform, George IV. was exceedingly 
sensible of the enormity of executing very youn^ men 
for secondar ;;7 offences, and that he was continually 
pressmg on his Ministers a more merciful administration 
of the law. He sometimes found Peel by no means 
ready to yield. In one case Peel invoked the aid of the 
Cabinet to overrule the wish of the King, who desired to 
save two culprits from the gallows ; and, in another 
esse, he threatened to resign his office if the King 
persisted in commuting the sentence of m youth who had 
been found guilty of uttering forged notes.^ But Peel 
had at least the merit of recognising an intolerable 
abuse, and his legislation on the subject was skilfully 
framed and still more skilfully introduced and carried. 
La his patronage m this, as in later periods of his life, he 
cared much more than most English Ministers for the 
interests of science, literature, and art. He was by no 
means indifferent to the opportunities his position gave 
him of advancing his own family and friends ; but he 
never, in his English patronage, forgot the character of 
those whom he recommended for promotion, smd he 
brought forward or assisted many men of ability and 
learning with whom he**had no connection and no political 
sympathy. The letters in this volume between Peel and 
his very intimate Oxford friend Dr. Lloyd are especially 
interesting and characteristic. They are in general very 
honourabfo to Peel ; but Mr. Parker is much too indulgent 
when he describes the intensely worldly letters in which 
Dr. Lloyd urged his own merits and his claims to the 
bishopric of Oxford as merely 'frank, and free from 
affectation of the traditional nolo episcopari,'' Both 
Peel and Lord Liverpool appear to have had a much 
stironger Knse than most of their predecessors of the 
* jPMl CorrapondeHet, pp. tflS-817. 
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responaibilities attoching to Choich patronage and ol 
the dnty of administering it in the public interest, and 
in this respect they were broadly distinguished from 
Lord Eldon. 

' It is really a cruel thing,* Lord Liverpool wrote to 
Peel, 'that the patronage of the Crown as to Church 
matters should be divided between the Minister and the 
Chancellor, and that all the public claims should fall upon 
the former. The Chancellor has nine livings to the 
Minister's one. With respect to these he does occa- 
sionally attend to 4ocal claims, but ho has besides four 
cathedrols, and to no one of these cathedrals has any 
man of distinguished learning or merit been promoted.’ 

In the beginning of 1825 the Irish Government, 
having without consulting Feel undertaken a foolish 
prosecution of O’Connell for a not very dangerous speech, 
received a heavy rehuff, for the Grand Jury threw out the 
Bill, and the prosecution of an Orange leader was equally 
unsuccessful. A Bill was about the same time brought 
in and carried, suppressing the new association; but it 
could not suppress the spirit which it had aroused. 
O’Connell, howevef, was thoroughly alarmed at the state 
of the country, and as far as possible from desiring a 
rebellion, and he was at this time in a very conciliatory 
mood. He was perfectly ready to 'accept an endowment 
for the priesthood, which would attach them to the 
Government, and also a considerable raising of the Irish 
franchise. This was the last occasion on which his party 
and the Catholic gentry very cordially concurred, and it 
was the last occasion on which the Catholic question 
could have been^ttlcd on a basis that would have given 
real strength to the Empire. A Belief Bill passed throtmh 
all its stages in the Commons by considerable majorities 
and it was followed by a Bill for raising the qualifica- 
tions of Irish electors, and by a resolution for endo'wing 
the priesthood. O'Connell fully believed that Catholic 
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ivoiild dafinitely mbs in thu Bostdon,* Mid 
he araeMed to have esoetteni leesons lor his betief. 
tja Iraand it geneMlly piBTMled» uid it erercised an 
imme^ate paoiiying iimnenoe. liozd Fingall and other 
Caiholio noblemen* in presenting an address at this time 
to the Sing, were able to say 'the whole of Ireland 
repoett in profound tranquilHiy* and the law,* without 
the aid of any extraordinaiy power, everywhere receives 
voluntary ob^ence.’ It was afterwards stated by Lord 
George Bentinck that Peel had changed his opinioos 
about Catholic emancipation in 1835, and had com- 
municated this change to Lord Liverpool. The letters 
before us, however, conclosively jtrovo that if P^I was 
shaken, it was not about the merits of emancipation, but 
about the practicability of resisting it. Having been four 
times defeated in the Commons on the Catholic question, 
he tendered his resignation, and Lord Liverpool at once 
declared that without his assistance he could not continue 
the stru^Ie. Peel was the only Minister in the House of 
Commons opposed to the CathoUc cause, differing on the 
question from all his colleagues in the House. If he had 
resigned, and if Lord Liverpool had followed his example, 
there is good reason to believe that a Government might 
have been formed which wonld have carried the measure 
sMely and speedily with the seenrities that had been 
accepted. Most unfortunately for the Empire, the 'Pro- 
testant ’ party porsnaded Peel to withdraw his resignation 
in order m avert this surrender. In the House of Lords 
tile l>uke of York, who was the heir-presumptive to the 
throne, stood np and declared his unMterable opposition 
to tiie Catholic claims, ' whatever might be bis situation 
in life, so help him God,' and the Lords rejected the Bill 
by a majority of 48. 

The conscientious views of George HI. obtained some 
measure of respect even from thoie who believed them to 
* ma^steick’s Cont$s<mdmep of (yOomuM, i. p. 108 . 
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be most jonlofmded ; ball no hdo of eeaotify flignMejl 
>the soroplee of Qegrge IV. or of the Poke of xork. l%e' 
Itidi Oatholiofl, exasperated ut tie present disappoint* 
moit of their hopes, and at the proqseet of anotiier 
hostile King, flung ihemselTes into a fwotis agitation, 
and in a few months all the progress which Im been 
made towards pacifying the coontr^ was undone, while in 
England Feel had to meet a terrible commercial crisis. 
Seventy county banks stopped in less tlum a week. In 
dealing with questions of commerce and currency Peel 
was always in Ms element, and his measures appear to 
have been wise and skilful. A general election took 
place, and he was again returned by the University of 
Oxford as the uncompromising opponent of Catholic 
emancipation. ' In England the anti*Catholio party 
gained some seats, and the increasing violence in Ireland 
had produced some reaction. In Ireland it was soon 
apparent that what Grattan had feared had come to pass, 
and that the tie which had hitherto attached the people 
to their landlords was completely broken. The priests 
everywhere appeared at the head of their people, and it 
was at once seeh that a new and terrible power was 
dominating Irish politics. In' Waterford, where the 
Beresfords had long been omnipotent, they were totally 
defeated, and Leslie Foster sent Peel a vivid description 
of his own defeat in the Louth election. At the outset 
of the contest, upwards of five-sixths of the votes were 
promised to him ; but the whole priesthood turned 
themselves into electioneering agents against him. In 
every chapel there were political sermons; the prieste 
menaced all who voted for him with eternal damnation ; 
they were present at every polling-booth to overawe their 
parishioners ; and their efforts were seconded by savs^ 
mobs who vraylaid and beat all opponents, and forced 
multitudes of Ihotesiants, by threats of assassination or 
of the burning of their houses, to vote against their 
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promises and their convictions. ‘In the county town 
the studied violence and intimidation vrere such that it 
was only by looking u]p my voters in enclosed yards that 
their lives were preserved.’ By these means the election 
was won. What, asked Foster, will be the end of this ? 
‘ The landlords are exasperated to the utmost, the priests 
swaggering in their triumph, the tenantry sullen and 
insolent. Men who, a month ago, were all civility and 
submission now hardly suppress their curses when a 
gentleman passes by. The text of every village orator 
is, “Boys, you have put down thre8 lords; stick to 
your priests, and you will carry all before ^ou.” ’ 

The letters of Goulburn, the Chief Secretary, show 
that the picture was not overcharged. 

‘ Never,’ he wrote, ‘ were Boman Catholic and Pro- 
testant so decidedly opposed. Never did the former act 
with so geueral a concert, or place themselves so com- 
pletely under the command of the priesthood.’ ‘The 
priests exercise on all matters a dominion perfectly 
uncontrolled and uncontrollable. In many parts of the 
country their sermons are purely political, and the altars 
in the several chapels arc the rostra from which they de- 
claim on the subject of Boman Catholic grievances, exhort 
to the collection of rent, or denounce their Protestant 
neighbours in a mode perfectly intelligible and effective, 
but not within the grasp of the law. In several towns no 
Boman Catholic will now deal with a Protestant shop- 
keeper, in consequence of the priest’s interdiction, and 
this species of interference, stirring up enmit;^ on one 
hand and feelings of resentment on the other, is mainly 
conducive to outrage and disorder. . . . The first vacancy 
on the Boman Catholic bench is to be supplied by 
Dr. England from America, a man of all others most 
decidedly hostile to British interests and the most active 
in fomenting the cUscord of this country. . . . With such 
leaders it is reasonable to anticipate the worst. It is 
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impossible to detail in a letter the various modes in which 
the Boman Catholic priesthood now interfere in every 
transaction of every description, how they rule the mob, 
the gentry, and the magist^y, and how they impede the 
admmistration of justice.’ Their power is greater than 
any other in the State, * and they love to display it, and 
omit no opportunity of taunting their adversaries.’ ’ The 
state of society here is so disorganised, and the Government 
has so inferior an authority to other powers acting on the 
people, that the opinion formed to-day may be quite 
chang^ to-morrow.' ^ 

The election of 1826 virtually carried Catholic emanci- 
pation, for it reduced Ireland to a state in which it was 
impossible long to resist it. Clear-sighted men had no 
difficulty in perceiving that the policy of Peel had failed 
to avert it, though it had succeeded in making impossible 
the securities which Grattan and the wisest men of his 
generation had pronounced indispensable for its safe 
working, in kindhng religious hatreds as intense as in the 
darkest period of the eighteenth century, in breaking 
down that healthy relation and subordination of classes 
on which beyond all other things the future w'ell-being 
of Ireland depended. Peel was not wholly blind to 
what was happening. ‘ A darker cloud than ever,’ he 
wrote, * seems to me to impend over Ireland, that is if 
one of the remaining bonds of society, the friendly con- 
nection between landlord and tenant, is dissolved.’* 
He stiU persuaded himself, however, that the political 
power of the priests was transient, and that a 
reaction would set in that might destroy it. The 
defeat of the •Catholic question in the new Parlia- 
ment by a majority of four encouraged him in his 
resistance. In January 1827 the death of the Duke of 
York removed one serious obstacle to the Catholic cause, 
and six weeks later Lord Liverpool, who had so long 
' Put Com^KMknet, pp. 416, 418, 419, 483. > Aid 19 . 418, 480. 



180 


mSTOBICAL AND POLITICAL ESSAYS 

held together the divided Ministry, was struck down 
apo]^ezy. would gladly have continued in his 

present position if a p^ of real weight who held his 
opinions on the Catholic question was appointed to the 
vacant place. But there was no such peer*, except 
Wellington, to be found, and under Wellin^n Canning 
refused to serve. Canning had, indeed, now fully resolved 
to be at the head of the Administration, and refused 
to serve undo: him. 

With his opinions on the Catholic question it is 
impossible to blame him, and the letters which passed 
between the two statesmen are very honourable to both, 
and show clearly that in spite of great divergence of 
ojpinion, character, and interests, each could recognise 
the good faith of the other. In a letter written to one of 
his brothers Peel describes his position with complete 
hranknem ; 

' I am content with my position in the Government, 
and willing to retain it — willing to see Mr. Canning 
leader of the House of Commons, as he has been. But 
giving him credit for honesty and sincerity, if he is at the 
head of the Government, and has all the patronage of the 
Government, he must exert himself as au honest man to 
carry the Catholic question ; and to the carrying of that 
qaestion,*to the preparation for its being carried, I never 
can be a party. Still less can I be a party to it for the 
sake of office.’ 

These words were written little more than a year 
before Peel undertook, as Minister of the Crown, to 
introduce a measure of Catholic emancipation. But if 
they do little credit to his prescience, no ene can mistake 
the accent of sincerity in what follows : 

'I do not choose to see new lights on the Catholic 
question precisely at that conjuncture when^the Duke of 
York has beoa laid in his grave and Lord Liverpool 
struck dumb by the palsy. Would any man, woman, or 
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child believe that after nineteen years’, stubborn unbelief 
I was converted, at the very moment Mr. Canning was 
Prime Minister, out of pure conscience and the force of 
truth?’ ‘ 

With the resignation of Peel and the other anti> 
Catholic members of Lord Livei^ool’s Government, and 
the formation of the short Canning Ministry, this instal* 
ment of Peel’s letters comes to an end.* We r^oice that 
the publication of this very interesting correspondence 
has been entrusted to an raitor who is at once so com* 
petent and so judicious. 

* Peel Correspondence^ p. 48»5. 

* Two more Tolumes bave been published since this Essay was 
written.— Ed. 
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The time has not yet arrived for the pablioation of a foil 
life of the late Lord Derby, but in ai^bmitting to the 
public a collection of his more important speeches outside 
Parliament, a short sketch of the chief features of his life 
and character may not be out of place. 

Edward Henry, fifteenth Earl of Derby, was bom 
July 21. 1826, and was educated at Rugby, and Trinity 
College, Cambridge, where he obtained a First Class in 
classics. In March 1848 he unsuccessfully contested 
Lancaster, and soon after started for a long and in- 
structive journey in America and the West Indies. 
Daring his absence from England he was elected Member 
for Lynn Regis upon the death of Lord George Bentinck 
in September 1848, and he held this seat without inter- 
ruption till his accession to the earldom in October 1869. 
His first speech in the House of Commons was delivered 
on May 31, 1850, on theltugar duties. The effect on the 
West Indies of the abolition of the preferential duty on 
sugar was a subject which be had specially studied during 
his journey, uid he had published a pamphlet upon it. 
Sir Robert Peel greatly praised his maiden speech, and 
Greville describes the great impression which it made— 
an impression which a rarther knowledge* of the speaker 
speeduy confirmed. 

The appearance in Parliament of the eldest son of 
one of the most brilliant partv leaders of the age could 
seatedy fail to be a considerable political event, and it was 
jBOCffii found tiiat the new member was not only a man of 
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rare ability, but was also in nearly all respects very nnlilra 
his illnstrions father. Never was there a more striking 
instance of that strange freak of heredity by which an 
able son is sometimes much less the continuation than 
the complement of an able father, exhibiting in strongly 
contrasted lights both opposite qualities and opposite 
defects. The fourteenth Earl was a great orator. He 
was one of the greatest debaters who have ever lived. 
He was a party leader of extraordinary power, delighting 
in political conflict ; throwing into it much of the fire and 
passion which ho displayed in his sporting contests ; little 
fitted to conciliate opponents, but eminently fitted to win 
the enthusiastic loyalty of his followers, to rally a dis- 
pirited minority, to leaid a party attack. His keen and 
rapid judgment ; his perfect command of pure and lucid 
English ; his unfailing readiness in argument, invective, 
sarcasm, and repartee ; his indomitable courage, and the 
somewhat imperious dignity of his manner, all marked 
him out for the position which he held. If there was 
some troth in the common taunt that he was more a 
party leader than a statesman, it must at least be re- 
membered that he has identified his name with several 
important measures, and that during most of Us 
career he was in a hopeless minority. His enemies 
accused him of rashness, arrogance, and some super- 
ficiUity, both of thought and Smowledge. They alleged 
that he carried too much of the sporting spirit into 
politics ; that his naturally excellent judgment was often 
deflected by the passions- of the fray; that he was 
accustomed to judge measures more by their party 
advantages than by their intrinsic merits, and to care 
more tor an immediate triumph than for ultimate results. 

His son was made in a very different mould. Though 
like most able and clear-headed men he acquired by much 
practice a respectable facility in purely extemporaneous 
argument, he was never a great debater. His speeches 
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wen very oaratolly "prepared, and they possessed oon> 
roienoas merits m lorm as. well as of matter, but 
^y wero not the speeches of a brilliant orator. No 
one could re^n more clearly, more powerfully, or 
more persuasively. He was a supreme master of 
terse, luminous, weighty, and accurate English. He 
had much skill in brmging into vivid relief the salient 
points of an o^ure and complicated subject, condensing 
an argument into a phrase, and illustrating it by graphic 
felicities of language that clung to the memory. But 
he hated rhetoric. His enunciation waS faulty and un- 
impressive. He appealed solely to the reason, and never 
to passion or to prejudice, and he had nothing of the fire 
and temperament of a party orator. Very few politicians 
mastered so thoroughly the subjects with which they 
dealt. No politician of his time retained so remarkably, 
amid {^y conflicts, the power of judging <][uestions from 
all their sides ; of balancing judicially opposing considera- 
tions ; of looking beyond the passions and interests of 
the hour; of realising the points of view of those to 
whom he was opposed. Declamation, clap-trap, evasioc, 
ambiguities of thought and expression, empty plausi- 
bilities, unfair, partial, and exaggerated statements, were all 
essentially repugnant to that clear and sceptical intellect, 
to that sound, cautions, practical judgment. His business 
talents were very great, and they were assiduously culti- 
vated. His appetite for work was insatiable. No one 
knew better how to administer a g^t department or 
preside over a Parliamenta^ Committee, or arbitrate in 
a difficult eoi|troversy, or give wise and timely advice to 
an inexperienced organisation. It was m tnese fields 
that his influence was, perhaps, most deeply felt. His 
success in them did not dei>end m^ly on Ids unflagging 
industry and his excellent judgment, it was also largely 
due to his* eminently concibatoty character. The um- 
fmm courtesy which he displays to men of all ranks 
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and opinidns ia happily no rue thing among hia ekiM^ 
bat everyone who waa brought in contact with liotd 
Derby soon felt that he waa in the presence of one who 
tried to understand his position, to estimate hia argnmente 
at their fall worth, to find some common ground of 
agreement. If it were possible in a bitter controversy 
to arrive at reasonable compromise. Lord Derby was 
most likely to effect it. He had a curious talent of 
making speeches with which everyone must agree, and 
which at the same time were never commonplace. 
I^eir secret lay' in the habit of mind that led him 
always to seek' out the common grounds of principle or 
fact that underlie every controversy, and wmch in the 
heat of the conflict the disputants had often failed to 
recognise. 

It was not difficult to forecast the place which a 
statesman of this kind was likely to fill in English politics. 
He was plainly wanting in many of the qualities of a 
party leader, and in most of the qualities of a parlia- 
mentary glaffiator, and he was not likely to succeed in all 
forms of statesmanship. He would certainly not prove 

A daring pilot in extremity, 

Pleased with the danger when the waves went high. 

His clear perception of the objections to any coarse, 
combined with a very deep sense pf responsibility, not 
unfirequently enfeebled his will in moments when bold 
and decisive action was requited, and there were times 
when the love of compromise which was so useful an 
element in his character seemed to his best friends too 
closely allied to*weakness. But he probably saved every 
party with which he acted from many mistakes. He 
brought to every GK}vemment which he joined a vmy 
eminent administrative capacity. He defended every 
policy that he spoused with a persuasive reasoning that 
few men could equal. He was a supremdy akilfal 
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His politiou positioin was marked ont by tbe lact tihat 
bis father had reocntly brcdcen away from the Whig 
conneotkm which had hitherto been that of his family, 
and was now the leader of the Conservative party. The 
son nataraUy took his place under hit father’s banner, 
but I much q|uestion whether he would have done so 
if no family induence had interfen^d. It was not that 
he at any time changed considerably his views. As 
Macaulay has truly said — while the extremes of the 
two English parties are separateil by a wide chasm, 
there is a frontier line where they almost blend ; and 
Lord Derby when a Conservative always represented 
the Liberal, and when a Li))eral the Conservative wing 
of bis party. But his mind had much of the Whig 
character; his judgment was very independent; and on 
Church questions especially be was never fully in 
harmony with bis party, lie was appointed Under- 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs in his father’s first 
short Ministry in March 1852, at a time when ho was 
travelling in India, and be left office with his father in 
December of the same year. In 1853 he made a remarkable 
nieech on Indian affairs, in some degree foreshadowing 
the Indian policy which he was afterwards destined to 
take such a large part in carrying into effect. Daring 
the next few years he spoke frequently* on Indian ana 
Colonial questions, on questions connected with education, 
factories, and other working-class interests, and he sup- 
ported — often in opposition to the majority of his party — 
a large number of reforms which have since been accom- 
plished. He advocated tbe introduction of competitive 
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exainiiuitioiii, 0nt of dl into tlw 
into most bnutohes of the (Svil Serneel^ jEb q^olm' 
■gainst the mtmn of pnrehsse in the anni% and seirvsd 
on ■ Boyal Commission on the sabjeoi £fo si^fortsd 
a motion for seonzing to married women their jj^topert^ 
and earnings. He took a decided part in opposition to 
Chnrch ‘rates. He voted for the emancipatum of the 
Jews. He voted and spoke in favour of toe Majpooto 
grant. He was an early advocate of toe opening of 
mnseums on Sundays, and of a conscience clause to be 
enforced in all schools receiving State assistance. He 
supported toe establishment of the Divorce Court, and 
clearly showed that preference for social as distinguished 
from political questions which he retained through 
his whole life. He delighted in placing himself in touch 
with working men. Mechanics* institutes, free libraries, 
almost every movement for the education and improve- 
ment of the working class, found in him a steady friend. 
He once wrote to Lord Shaftesbury ; ‘We are both public 
men deeply interested in the condition of the working 
class, and for my own part I would rather look back on 
services such as you have performed for that class than 
receive the highest honours in the employment of the 
State.’ On working-class ^estions he was often accused 
of Badicalism, but it was Badicalism of the old school, 
which relied mainly for reform on spontaneous effort, on 
moral improvement, and extended education, and was 
very jealous of State interference, compulsion, and control. 
He had a great admiration for Mill’s writings, and 
especially for bis treatise on Liberty, which he described 
as ‘one of tbS wisest books of our time.’ Mill fully 
reciprocated the feeling. He once spoke of Lord Stanley 
as ‘ one of the very few English public men who hold 
that a politician’s opinions ought to be founded on prin- 
ciples.’ 

‘Our party,’ wrote Lord Malmesbury in 1859, ‘are 
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angry with Disraeli, which is constantly the case, and 
they are dso displea^ with Lord Stanley, sospecting 
him to be coquetting with the Manchester party.* 
Greville, nearly at the same time, expressed his belief 
that Lmrd Stamey was taking * a wise and libocal line,’ 
and that he was * pretty sure to act a conspicuous part.’ 
In November 1855 th»e was a critical moment in bis 
career, when Lord Palmerston, on the death of Sir 
William Molesworth, offered Lord Stanley the post of 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. He at once went 
down to Enowsley to consult his father, who put a strong 
veto on the proposal, and the offer was' refused, but in 
terms which showed that it had been far from unac- 
ceptaUe. It is probable that the refusal was a wise oue, 
for although on many home questions Lord Stanley would 
have found himself more in harmony with moderate 
Liberals than with his own party, he would certainly 
have dissented from Lord Palmerston’s foreign policy. 
Daring the Crimean wu he seems to have sympathised 
with the views of Bright and Cobden. He took an 
active part in an able but now nearly forgotten Tory 
pa^ cidled * The Press,’ which was opposed to the war, 
and his exh»me horror of war and of every policy which 
could poKibly lead to war was one of his strongrat 
characteristics. Responsibility in office never weired 
lightly upon him, but responsibility for measures which 
led or might lead to bloo^hed was more than he could 
bear. 

At the time when this offer of Lord Palmerston was 
made. Lord Stanly was little more than twenty-nine. 
Grev^e considered that he had acted wisely in refusing, 
and he -has given us an interesting account of the light in 
which Uie young statesman then appeared to experienced 
political judges. 'His position and abilities,’ he said, * are 
certain before long to make him conspicuous, and to 
enable him to play a very considerable part. He is ex- 
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ceedingly ambitious, of an indej^ndent tun of mind, 
very industnous, and has acquired a vast amount of 
information. Not long ago Disraeli gave me an account 
of him and of his curious opinions — exceedingly curious 
in a man in his condition of life and with his prospects. 
Last night Lord Strangford (George Smythe) talked to 
me about him, expressed the highest opinion of his capa- 
city and acquirements, and confirmed what Disraeli had 
told me of his notions and views even more, for he says 
that he is a real and sincere democrat, and that he woidd 
like if he could to prove his sincerity by divesting him- 
self of his aristocratic character, and even of the wealth 
he is heir to. How far this maybe true I know not. . . . 
Nothing appears to me certain but that he will play a 
considerable part for good or for evil, but I cannot pretmd 
to guess what it will be. At present he seems to be more 
sdlied with Bright than with any other public man, and 
as his disposition about the war and its continuance is 
very much that of Bright it would have been difficult for 
him to take office with Palmerston.’ 

Lord Stanley had not long to wait for high office. 
His father formed his second Administration in February 
1858, and Lord Stanley was made Colonial Secretary. He 
appears to have accepted the office with some reluctance, 
and only because Sir E. Bulwer, for whom it was at first 
intended, foiind that he could not secure his re-election. 
The Government was a very weak one, and it opened with 
the worst prospects. It was a Government in a minority. 
Its very existence depended on the dissensions between 
Lord Palmerston and Lord John Bussell, and its first 
steps met with Jittle favour either in the House or in the 
country. The Indian Mutiny was now nearly suppressed, 
and Lord Palmerston shortly before quitting office had 
pledged the House of Commons to the pohey of with- 
drawing the Government of India from the East India 
Company and placing it directly undor the Crown. . To 
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cany Uiis poliqr into effect was the first task of the new 
Govenuneot. Th^introdaced aa Indian Bill which the^ 
Were comjj^ed to withdraw, and then substitttted lor it 
a new Bill founded on resolutions which were carried 
through the House of Commons. In May the Govern- 
ment almost fell on account of the indiscreet ]^ablication 
of a despatch of Lord EUenborongh, condemning a Pro- 
clamation of the Govemor-Genem, Lord Canning. A 
vote of censure was moved and would, certainly have been 
carried if Lord Ellenbocough had not saved his colleagues 
by resigning. He was President of the'Board of Control, 
the Office which then directed Indian affairs, and Lord 
Stanley took his place, piloted the Indian Bill successfully 
through the House of Commons, and when the measure 
became law, was the first Secreteury of State for India, 
and imdertook the very important and responsible task 
of beginning the new sjrstem of Indian Government. 

‘The Times’ noticed the singular good fortune of 
Lord Derby in being able at this very critical moment 
to place his eldest son in one of the most important 
Cabinet offices in his Ministry without incurring from 
any side the smallest imputation of hepotism, and the 
skill and success of the new administration of the India 
Office was speedily and generally recognised. Greville 
tells us that Lord Stanley ‘ gained golden opinions and 
gr^ popularity at the India House ’ ; and he gives a 
striking instance of the firmness with which he main- 
tained the full authority of the new Council over Indian 
i^hirs. B^e adds : ‘ I was prepared to hear of his ability, 
his inde&tigable industry, and his business qualities ; but 
I was surpnsed to hear so much of his courtesy, affability, 
patience, and candour ; that he is neither dictatoriM nor 
conceited, always ready to listen to other people’s opinions 
and advice, and never fancying that he knows better than 
anyone else. I afterwards told Jonathan Peel what 1 
had heard and he confirmed the truth of this report and 
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said he was the same in the Cabinet/ * Lord Stanley/ 
Grev^e said, 'is so completely man of the presoat 
day, and in all human probability is destined to play so 
important and conspicuous a part in political life, that the 
time may come when any details, however minute, of 
his early career will be deemed worthy of recollection/ 
It is a (diaracteristic fact that Lord Stanley offered a 
seat on the Indian Council to John Stuart Mill, which, 
however, that great writer declined. 

The disturbance in hluropean politics which cul> 
minated in the FAnch declaration of war against Austria 
contributed to u^aken still further the feeble Ministry of 
Lord Derby. The Beform Bill caused profound divisions 
in its ranks. Mr. Walpole and Mr. Henley r^gned, and 
the Government Bill was defeated in the spring of 1859. 
Lord Malmesbury mentions that in the Cabinet divisions 
on that question Lord Stanley supported the more demo- 
cratic view, and that on one occasion he threatened to 
resign if the measure were not made more liberal. He 
defended the Bill in an elaborate speech, advocating such 
an introduction of the working class to the francmse as 
would give them a Considerable but not a preponderating 
power. A general election followed, and the Govern- 
ment gained several seats, but not sufficient to give it a 
majority. The different fractions of the Opposition drew 
together ; on June 11 a vote of want of confidence was 
carried by a majority of 13, and Lord Derby immediately 
resigned. 

In opposition Lord Stanley devoted himself chiefly to 
the class of questions that had occupied him before his 
accession to office. He served on the long Ci^bridge 
University Commission, and supported the admission of 
Nonconformists to Fellowships. He was also warmly in 
favour of the measure which made it possible for clergy- 
men to &ee themselves from their Oraers and to adopt 
other professions.* He presided over the Commission on 
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In 1862 a onrions epiaode ooonrred which showed at 
least the widespc^ cenntaticm that he had.aoqniiwl. 
Prince AUied haring xenoaed the thxone of Gteece, the 
idea was for a shtm time entertained of offering it to 
Lord Stanley. 'If he accabts/ Disraeli wrote to his 
Mend Mrs. Willyams, * I shall lose a peworfal friend and 
coUei^rne. It is a dazzling sdventnro for the house of 
Stanley, bnt they are not an imaginative race, and I 
fancy they will prefer Knowsley to the Parthenon and 
Lancashire to the Attic Plains.* 'The Greeks really 
want to make ray friend Lord Stanley their king. This 
beats any novel ; but he will not. Ilad 1 his youth 1 
would not hesitate, even with the earldom of Derby in 
the distance.* 

It does not appear that this proposal ever took a 
very serious form, and if it had been made there is little 
doubt that Disraeli formed a just forecast of what would 
have been the result. The death of Lord Palmerston 
on October 18, 1865, gave a new turn to the political 
kaleidoscope: Lord Bussell became Prime Minister; the 
policy of reform was pushed into the forefront, and the 
Befotm Bill of 1866 speedily produced a secession in 
the Liberal ranks and led to the downfall of the Ministry. 
The feature of the Bill which specially lent itself to att^k 
was that it dealt solely with reduction of the franchise, 
‘ leaving the q|nc8tion of the distribuliion of seats to 
subsequent legislation, and an amendment was moved by 
Lord Grosvenor to the effect that no Bill for the redaction 
of the franchise should be discussed till the whole scheme 
was before the House. This amendment was seconded 
by Lord Stanley in a speech which Lord Malmesbury 
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jpnonnnmd to Iw ^tlie finest and most stotasmantfhe 
qgnaeh lie eves made." In June tlM OoTemuMoi wsee 
beeten^l^ e smell majority on an amendment of lK»d 
DtmkeUin sabatitating rating for rental; a few days 
l^r Lord Bnssell resijpied and Lord Lerby for the third 
time became Prime Minister. 

As gn tbe two former occasions he was in a minority, 
tbongh the temporary secession of a portion of the 
Liberal party gave him a precarions power. Once more, 
too, be took office amid the convulsions of a European 
war, for the war of Prussia and Italy with Austria had 
just begun. In the new Ministry Lord Stanley was 
Secretary for Foreign Adairs. In his election address 
he gave the keynote of his policy by insisting in the 
strongest terms that England should observe a strict 
neutrality in European controversies. Her vast Indian 
and Colonial Empire, he said, made her a world apart and 
threw upon her duties and responsibilities that taxed all 
her energies. She had duties also to her poorer classes 
at home, whose condition was not what we could desire ; 
and by simply existing as a free, prosperous, and self- 
governed nation, we should do more for the real freedom 
of Europe than by any policy of meddling or war. 

As far as his own department was concerned Lord 
Stanley’s administration during this short Ministry was 
both eminently consistent and eminently successful. It 
is true that tliis pacific Minister made the Abyssinian 
war for the release of some imprisoned British subjects, 
but he only did this after every peaceful effort to procure 
their release had proved abortive, and it was almost 
universally recognised that there was no honourable* 
alternative open to him. During his ministry the 
Luxemburg question brought France and Prussia to the 
very verge of war. It fell to the task of Lord Stanley to 
memate between them, and he did so with a success wmoh 
certainly adjourned, though it could not ultimately avert, 

o 
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tiie gteat catoetrophe that burnt upon Europe in 1870 . 
No success could nave been more gratifying to him, and 
he was fond of repeating the saying of Canning that * If 
a war must come sooner or later, for my part I j^fer 
thidi it should come later than soonw.’ Lord BnssoU bore 
an ungrudging testimony to the *ttet and discretion’ 
Lord Stanley displayed in this negotiation. In the same 
spirit he refused to take part in a conference of European 
Powers which the French Emperor desired to conyene to 
settle the Boman question, declaring that this question 
was one with which England should in *no way med^e, 
and that a conference would be useless and dangerous 
unless a basis were laid down before. He refu^ to 
interfere in any way with the Cretan rebellion, and with 
the impend^ disputes between Turkey and Greece. 
His abstention on this question was blamed by some, 
but it met with the foU approbation of his great opponent, 
Lord Bussell, who declared that ' he had acted with much 
prudence and discretion.' He laid the foundation also 
of the settlement of the long outstanding difficulty with 
Ainerica by proposing to refer the Alabama question to 
arbitration, and he negotiated a treaty on the subject, 
which, however, the Senate refused to ratify. 

In all this he was very consistent. The same con- 
sistency cannot be claimed for his support of a Beform 
Bin far more Badical than that which his party had so 
recently rejected. In my own judgment it is impossible 
to defend with success the conduct of the Derby Ministry 
on this question, and althongb Lord Stanley took only 
a subsidiary p^ in it, he cannot escape ms share of 
the responsibility. The difficulty of the position of the 
eldest son of the Prime Minister who was taking this 
* leap in the dark ’ was very great, and it must be mmem- 
bmed that he had long been identified with the more 
democratic wing of his party. After the nrsat ^tation 
that followed the downfall ,of the Bussell Ministry, he 
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probably tegwdad a democratic measure as inevitable, 
and it was the character of his mind to be very ready 
to accept what he considered the inevitable, and to 
endeavour by timely compromise to mitigate its effects, 
liord Derby’s health was now completely broken, and 
on Febnu^ 24, 1868, he resigned office, and Disraeli 
became Prime Minister. 

Mr. Gladstone soon re>united the sundered sections 
of the Opposition by raising the question of the Dis- 
establishment of the Irish Church. The r^lutions 
asserting the etpediency of this policy were introduced 
into the House of Commons in April. Lord Stanley was 
put forward as the principal opponent. His amen^ent 
expressed no opinion about the merits of the proposed 
policy, but simply affirmed that it was a question which 
ought to be reserved for a new Parliament which was 
soon to be elected under an altered franchise. In his 
speech he disclaimed any wish to maintain that the 
Irish Church Establishment was what it ought to be, but 
urged that in the condition of Ireland a merely destruc- 
tive measure would do nothing but harm, that it would 
serve no good purpose to attack the Establishment with- 
out laying down the lines of a definite, constructive 
ecclesiastical policy, and that it was absurd to launch 
such a question in the last session of an expiring Parlia- 
ment. The mote ardent spirits of the Tory party 
strongly censured the ambiguity of this defence, and the 
Government were beaten by majorities of 56 and 60. 
The House of Commons dissolved in the autumn 
Mid a large Liberal majority returned. Disraeli at once 
resigned without waiting for the assembling of Parlia- 
ment. 

In October 1869 the death of Lord Derby tenninated 
the career of his son in the House of Commons, and the 
following year added very greatly to the happiness of 
his life ny his marriage wiu the Dowager Mardiitmess 
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oi Salisbury. His attitude in opposition is oieariy 
fiboum in bis published speeobes. He had tm wish 
to see the Ckuiservative jputy again in offim 
posasMsd an assured and homogeneous majori^f and 
1» mmiit^ed thab it should be* ttiear im^ ^19^ lo 
stxengthmi the infinenoe of the mose mod«ES^ aaetlQii, h 
the wvanmmit. He.beheved thid> by hali^Nn8%„j«rr 
sttihg Uiis poUey tbey^ivould beat j^eent revo^tailte 
ehangea» mitigate by wise oonqwomum ineainim ilfhicii 
th^ did not wholly approve, seeure the oontinnaiiee 
of the harmony of clasM, on which mcfte than cm any 
other ccmditiaD Uie prosperity of England* d(^pends, and 
gradoidly strengthen their own hold on the confidence 
of the county. It was also his earnest desire that 
English politics should be turned as much .as possible 
from a policy of organic change to a policy of administra* 
rive reform. He considered it a great evil that public 
men had acquir^ the habit of ooutinually tampering with 
the existing legislative machinery instead of wisely using 
it for the benent of the whole nation. The party system, 
as he always thought, bad falsified the perspective of 
English politics, bnnging into the foreground compara* 
tiv«y unimportant questions which were well suited 
to rally parties and win majorities ; thrusting into the 
IsBKikground others which were immeasurably more 
important, but which were less available for party 
purposes. What Carlyle called *The Condition of 
England Question’ was always in his thoughts. No 
one would accuse him of under>ratmg the evils of war, 
but he questioned whether the most sanguinary battle 
which had ever been fought carried off nearly as many 
human beings as die in England every year from purely 
preventible causes. He threw the whole force of his 
clear and penetrating intellect into such questions as 
sanitary reform, the regulation of mines, the promotion 
of education and especwly technical education, the organ* 
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isation of chuities, the treatment of juvenile offenders, 
the diffusion of wise methods of encouraging saving 
among the poor. The overcrowding of the great cities, 
and the vast masses of iuMUoitary dwi^inga, seemed to him 
(me of ^ m(»t pmssuig dane^ of Ibe tim^ and ;|Ui ww 
a prominent member of nearly ev^ important ocmq^y 
and asaodation in England for improving the houses 
d artnans. He had no puritanism in Ids nature and was 
very anxious, by the establishment of free libraries and 
people’s parks,^ and Sunday opening of museums, to 
extend the range of innocent pleasure. 'Men die,’ he 
once said, ’for want of cheerfmness, as plants die f<v 
want of light.’ He did not believe in the repression of 
drunkenness by coercive legislation like the Local Veto 
Bill, but he believed that its trae root lay in overcrowd* 
ing, ignorance, insanitary conditions of life, the want of 
innocent means of enjoyment, excessive hours of labour. 
‘ When you have to deal with men in masses,’ he said, ’ the 
connection between vice and disease is very close. With 
a low average of popular health you will have a^ low 
average of national morality and probably also of national 
intellect. Drunkenness and vice of other kinds will flourish 
on such a soil, and you cannot get healthy brains to grow 
on unhealthy bodies. Cleanliness and self-respect grow 
together, and it is no paradox to aflirm that you tend to 
purify men's thoughts and feelings when you purify the 
air they breathe.’ He supported liberally the movement 
for establishing coffee-houses, and he looked with great 
hope to the co-operative movement as averting or miti- 
gating industrial conflicts. * The subject of co-operation,’ 
he said, ‘ is in ^y judgment more important as regards 
the future of England than nine-tenths of those which 
are discussed in Parliament, and around which political 
controversies gather.’ As the possessor of one of the 
largest properties in England he was excellently inlonned 
on all agncultural questions, and he exercised a great 
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iofloence upon them. Among o^w services he dispelled 
many misrepresentations by obtaininff an accurate xetura 
of the numbers of owners of land in ue United Kingdom, 
and of tile quantity of land which they owned. 

With the singld^ ex^tion of Lord Shaftesbury, I 
believe no conspicnous Knglish public man devoted so 
mudx time and labour as Lord Detiiy to the ulass of 
questions I have described. He brought to th^ discussion 
an almost unrivalled fulness of knowledge.' His purse 
was liberally op^ed in such causes, and the speeches in 
which he examined what Government do and what 
it cannot do for the material well-being of the poor, are 
in my judgment among the most valuable contributions 
to political thought mat have been furnished by any 
En^ish statesman during the present century. 

The election of 1874, bringing the Conservative party 
again into power, called Um to ower fields, and he became 
for the second time Foreign Secretary under Disraeli, and 
was soon involved in that Eastern (^estion which led to 
his severance from the Conservative party. It would 
answer no good purpose in a short sketch like the present 
to rake up the still smouldering ashes orthat controversy. 
The time will come when it will be reviewed in the calm 
light of history, and with the assistance of materials 
that are not now before the public. I shall here content 
myself with a mere sketch. In the earlier stages of their 
foreign policy the Government appear to have been 
perfectly agi^. Lord Derby fully concurred in the 
purchase o? the Khedive’s shares in the Suez Canal, 
which was one of the most successful strokes of policy of 
the Government, though he defended if on somewhat 
more prosaic grounds than some of its supporters, and 
was careful to explain that it was essentially a measure 
of self-defence, sud not connected with any project for 
tile dismemberment of Turicey or the estabUshmmt of an 
English protectorate in Egy^. When the insurrection 
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broke out in 1875 in Herzegovina and Bosnia, neitiiec 
Lord Derby nor any of his colleagues believed it to be 
more than a mere passing disturbance. But the iMble- 
ness manifested by the Turkish army in suppressing the 
insurrection, and the partial bankruptcy of the Govern* 
ment at Constantinople, contributed with many elements 
of race and religious dissension, with foreign intrigue and 
local misgovemment, to aggravate the sore, and the move* 
ment soon acquired the dimensions of a g^t Enrop^ 
danger. In sending an English Consul in conjunction 
with the Consuls of the other Powers to the scene of 
insurrection, in order, if possible, to arrive at a mediation; 
in the acceptance of the Andrassy Note, by which the 
three Imperial Powers laid down the reforms which they 
considered urgently necessary; in the rejection of the 
Berlin Memorandum, on the ground that the Porte could 
not or would not carry out its demands, and that it would 
almost certainly lead to an armed intervention; and 
dually, in sending the British fleet to Besika Bay for tiie 
purpose of protecting English and Christian interests at 
Constantinople, at a time when that city was in a state 
of almost complete anarchy, the Government were fully 
agreed, and they carried with them an immense majority 
in Parliament and in the country. For some time, also, 
the country seemed to approve of the policy which Lord 
Derby uniformly avowed and steadily observed, of main* 
taining a strict neutrality in the contest that was raging ; 
doing all that could to done by advice, remonsb^ce, 
me^ation, and moral influence to induce the Porte to 
carry out internal reforms ; warning the Turkish Govern* 
ment in clear terms that under the circumstances of the 
case they must not look for any militfty assistance from 
England, but at the same time discouraging as much as 
possible the active interference of other Powers in the 
aflaitB of Turkey, and abstaining rigidly from any step 
that would involve the use of force or the chance of war 
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unless some sorious English interest was affected. He 
believed that the integrity of the Turkish Empire was 
a vital English interest, (md that any attempt to substi- 
tute a Slavonic for a Tmkish Empire would bring upon 
Europe calamities the extent of which it was impossible 
to exaggerate or to foresee. Bussia and Austria would at 
once come into ooUision ; England would almost certainly 
be drawn into the war, and all the fierce elements of race 
hatred and religious fanaticism would be let loose. 

For a time most English politicians seem to have agreed 
with him, and his one great object was to bring about 
an armistice, a mediation, and a peace. But the popular 
agitation which arose in England on the subject of the 
Bulgarian atrocities in the summer and autumn of 1876 
addM enormously to his difficulties, and the danger was 
the greeter because some skilful party management 
was blended with much genuine philanthropy. The 
speeches addressed by Lord Derby to the successive 
deputations that came to him, give the best explanation 
and defence of his position during this criticd period, 
and the interruptions to which he had to reply give 
a vivid picture of the state of feeling that had arisen. 
The Crimean war was now deplored as a calamity, 
if not a crime. The Turks were described on high 
political authority as ‘the one great anti-human specimen 
of humanity.’ The Ministers were accused of com- 
pUdty in the Bulgarian massacres; they were urged 
to cast neutrality to the wind; to adopt a policy of 
armed coercion m Turkey; even to assist Bussia in 
driving the Turks out of Constantinople. It had become, 
as Lord Derby sarcastically said, a very unpopular thing 
for an English Minister to talk of English interests in 
cminection with the Eastern Question — ^almost dangerous 
for any man at a public meeting to ei^ress in plain terms 
his doubt of the disinterested philanthropy of Bussia. 

Lord Derby had at tiiu rime to encounter much 
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onpopulanty. He was accused of an nndne leaning 
towards the Turkish Government, and an inadequate 
s^pathy with the Christian populations, and it was 
alleged that if he had acted in finn concert with the other 
powers in coercing the Porte — if he had not proclaimed 
9o loudly and constantly his determination to abstain 
from all active interference and compulsion — ^his re* 
monstrances would have had more effect, and he might 
have averted or restricted the calamities tW had occurs. 
But a great change soon took place. The first object of 
the Government was to prevent the Turkish disturbance 
from leading to ‘k European war, and in this object they 
failed. On April 24, 1877, Russia, in spite of English 
remonstrances, declared war against Turkey. On the 
same day a Russian army crossed the Froth, and the 
Eastern Question entered into a new and dangerous 
phase. 

To a statesman like Lord Derby, who maintained that 
war, unless it is a necessity, is a crime ; that the main* 
tenance of peace is beyond ^1 comparison the greatest of 
British interests, the months that followed were extremely 
trying. His first object was to limit the war, and to safe* 
guard English interests, and for this purpose he drew up 
on May 6, 1877, a Note defining the English interests 
that were vital in the East. He warned the Russian 
Government that an attempt by Russia to blockade the 
Suez Canal, an attack on Egypt, a Russian occupation 
of Constantinople, or an alteration of the existing 
arrangements for the navigation of the Bosphorus or 
the Dardanelles might compel England to abandon her 
neutrality. Russia accepted these conditions, and for 
some time there appeared every prospect of limiting the 
war. But in the beginning of 1878 a period of extreme 
danger undoubtedly arrived. Plevna had fallen. The 
Turkish resistance had collapsed. A Russian army, flushed 
with victory, had advanced to near Constantinople. 
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The treety of San Stephano was signed ; which in the 
opinicm of most European statesmen phat^ Turkey at 
the feet of Bussia, and Bussia at first refused to submit 
its terms to a conference of Europe^ Powers. Public 
feeling in England now ran strongly in a direction almost 
opposite to mat in which it 1^ been running eightemi 
months before, Md the nation was extremely ahunned 
at &e dangedt of Constantmople becoming speediik and 
inceineduddy a Bussiaii port. On the o^ter hand, the 
national and military mde of the conquering Power ima 
arouaed, and it waa felt thi^ a single fabe step, a soq^ 
imfffudmt mecwce, mii^t lead to war. 

It was <me of lAum moments in which men's fudg- 
menta are largdy alfocted by their tarpmaments, and 
it aotm became evident that the Cabinet was sorkmshr 
divided. l>iwaeU had now b^me Lord Beaconsfiela, 
and sat with his Fore^ Secretary in the House of 
Lords. With his character it was inevitable that ho 
should meet the danger by a bold, decisive, and evmi 
aggressive, jpolicy. It was no kss natural that Lord 
Derby shotila have persistently leaned towards the side 
of caution and shrunk from anv measure that could cut 
short n^otiation and diminisn the chances of peace. 
The order given that the British Fleet should enter tibe 
Dardanelles, first produced the inevitable schism, and 
Lord Derby and Lord Carnarvon resigned. The order 
was countermanded, and Lord Derby, lor a short time, 
resumed his post. He acquiesced, but with great re- 
luctance, in the vote of credit for six millions which 
was at once brought before the House of Commons, but 
he was soon convinced that measures he did not approve 
of w^e impending, and when orders were given for calling 
out the reserves he definitely resigned. 

He announced his resignation on March 28, 1878, in 
terms of much dignity and moderation. He believed, he 
said, that his colleagues desired peace as truly m himself. 
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and he did not maintain that their later measnres led 
inevitably to war, but be considered that tiiey were 
neither necessary nor ‘pmdent in the interests of 
European peace.* He agreed that the terms of the 
treaty shonld be submitted to a Enropeim Congress, 
in which England should take part. On minor matters 
he thought it his duty to waive bis own opinion, but he 
oonld not do so on a quertion involving the momentous 
issue of peace or war. The threat involved in tire Isat act 
of Um Cmvemineat, he said, in a later speech, wonUl malBs 
it mors difficult Yor Bnssia to modify h«r pol^, and bs : 
believed thi^ wfthout a threat such a modification of the 
treaty of San Strohuio could be obtained as would malce 
it acee^Ue. He had been accused of indeebion and 
even of cowardice. For his own p^ he thou^t it 
needed more courage to stand up in his place to express 
views which he knew to be unpopular among the great 
body of his friends, than to sit at a desk in Downing 
Street and issue orders which would bring no danger 
or unpopularity to himself, but might brmg about a 
European war. 

The short speech in which Lord Beaconsfield 
accepted the resignation, and dwelt on the long Mend* 
ship, personal as well as political, that bound him to 
Lord Derby, seems to me a perfect model of good feeling 
and good tMte. Unfortonately the example of the Prime 
Minister was not followed, and words used in a later 
debate went far to make the breach irrevocable. 

Lord Derby for a short time maintained a neutral 
position, but the foreign policy of Lord Beaconsfidd was 
in the highest •degree distasteful to him. A wave of 
Chauvinism was passing over England, which was 
utterly opposed to his views, and he believed that a 
section of the Conservative party encouraged it in order 
to divert the thoughts of men from intemai reforms. He 
objected to the acquisition of Cyprus, to some of the 
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rrapoiuiibiliiies assumed by Bnclaod under the treaty of 
Beriin, and very stronely to we Afghan war; and in 
the binning m 1880 he formally attaohcd himself to 
the Libend pat^, on the ground of his objeetiont to the 
Ihragn dt the Ohmonment. Bis speeoh«i in his 
new eapacoto dtSsied tory little ficmn those which he had 
fiHatteify dwrered, Imt ne said that he had*leamt to 
see tnoee this dslilessness of attompting to Ms»t 

pc^uiar i$ea8» and to think *in<»e hi|^ m the modenk 
tioi^ the lahnaas, and the general jintioe wito ndiieh 
maw e s ol men, inoluding sH oonditicail of life. m» dis* 
paged to nee thi^ pomx’ He thooghl that Bii^aad 
^lonld mix heredf as lit^e as possible with 
sangimiaxy nmddle* of Bux^^n diplomacy; that she 
riiould avoid incieMung her responsibilities; that she 
should take stringent measures to reduce her debt ; that 
die diould pay much more attention than she was 
aoeuskuned to do to the condition of her own poorer 
population; and that it should be the object of her 
statesmen to meet eve^ great popular demand by wise 
and equitable compromise. One of the greatest dangers, 
he said, that could befall the country, *wouId be ‘ a date 
of things in which the comparaUvely harmless anta* 
gonism of parties would be replaced by the far more 
serious and dangerous war of classes. From that danger 
more than from any other it is the business of a well* 
considered Liberalism to protect us.* 

In 1882 he accepted the Colonial Office from Ifr. 
Gladstone, and held it until the fall of the Government 
in the summer of 1885. His ministry was not a very 
eventful one, and it was marked by that steady adherence 
to a middle line which had always characterised him. 
He congratulated the country that the indifference to our 
colonies which had prevailed during his youth had 
passed away, but be wm by no means favourable to 
extensions, of the Empire. * We have quite black men 
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OQOUjSb,* he was accnetomed to say ; and he believed that 
any increase of onr cesponsibibties was likely to endanger 
the Empire, and to divert the energies of politicians from 
pressing borne qnestions. He did not condenm Uie 
policy which led to the occnpation of Egypt hy England, 
nnt he declared that even if it was inevitable it was a 
miaftartnn^ and that we ought to ‘see that we do not 
<m any pestext, however pbnsifale, get that E|m;diaB- 
millstone ^d permanently roni^ onr necks,* ,Ho\waa, 
very sceptical Imperial Federation, and mithnir 

tnceednloitt about the possibility of an Imperial 
verein. He explored the protectionism the colonies,, 
bat was himsdf a sfriot free>trader of the schord of 
Cobden, and ntterly opposed to any iditempt to n^tiate 
treaties with the colonies on a basis of prrfermtial 
tariffii. On the other hand, he showed himself qnite 
ready to favour Ckmfederation in Australia, and he 
accepted gratefully Australian help in the Soudan, but he 
was much alarmed by tendencies in some colonies which 
might lead to complications with foreign Powers, and he 
incurred considerable unpopularity in Australia by refusing 
to consent to the annexation by Queensland of New Guinea. 

There is, however, one incident in the colonial ad- 
ministration of Lord Derby on which it is necessary to 
dwell at somewhat greater length, for subsequent events 
have given it an unfortunate prominence and it has 
thrown some discredit on his statramanship. I allude, of 
course, to the convention with the Trtmsvaal in 1884. 
In the preceding convention, which had been signed in 
Augjut 1881, complete self-government had been granted 
by England to the Transvaal ' subject to the suzerainty 
of her Majesty ’ and her successors, and also to a large 
number of carefully specified reservations and limitations. 
Thejr comprised the complete control of the external 
relations of the Transvaal, including the conclusion 
trmtiea and the conduct of diplomatic intetcourse with 
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foiMm Poweni, whtoh only be oanied <» timnmb 
hex Majesty’s offioem ; the n|^t ol moving Briysh troc^ 
in <»8e of neoessi^ Uitoogh the Transvaal ; a power of 
veto over all l^slaticm affecting the interests ol the 
native popnlatkm. A nnmher of articles prohibited 
slavo^y uk the new State ; protected with mnoh detail the 
interests of the native population ; ' secured complete 
religious liberty ; established the right of adl persons other 
than natives who ccmformed themselves to the laws of 
the State, to entw, travel, and reside in any part of the 
Transvaal, to acquire property and to carry on their 
business without being subject to imy otlibr taxation than 
that which was impo^ on the citizens of the Transvaal ; 
and placed British imports and exports on the same 
plane as those of the most-favoured nations. The limits 
of the new State wore carefully defined and a British 
Besident was established in the u^ransvaal to superintend 
the carrying out of these provisions. There was no 
express provision in the convention for the political 
privileges of the English residents in the Transvaal, but 
the Government appear to have relied on a not ve^ 
explicit verbal assurance given to the British Commis- 
sioners by President Kruger in May 1881. Asked about 
the rights of British subjects to complete free trade 
throughout the Transvaal, President Kruger answered 
that before the annexation ‘ they were on the same footing 
as the burghers ’ ; that ' there was not the slightest differ- 
ence in accordance with the Sand Biver convention’; 
tiiat this state of things would be continued and that 
'there would be equal protection for everybody.’ Sir 
Evdyn Wood then Mded, ' and equal privileges ? ’ ' We 
make ho difference,’ answered President Kruger, 'so far 
as burgher rights are concerned. There may perhaps be 
some sl4^t dmerence in the case of a young person who 
has just come into tiie country.’ It was subsequently 
explained the words 'young person ’ did not refer to 



S07 


•tm voTBEsmi earl of smor 

age, baft to the time of reridoice in the Bepiibiie~» 
according to the old Ihwisvadl Oonstitation, » yew'a 
residence in the Bepnblio was necessary for natnn^hsa* 
tion. With this assurance the Govemmoit of 18dl 
appears to have been content. They believed in words 
expressly sanctioned by Mr. Gladstone, that the con- 
cession of .limited independence to the Transvaal by the 
convention of 1881 would * provide for the full liberty 
and ^ual tre&tment of the entire white population, guard 
the interests of the natives, and promote harmony and 
good-will among* the various races in South Amca.' ‘ 
As a matter of fact, the only change in the political 
position of the English residents in the Transvaal was 
that the period of naturalisation W8W extended from one 
to five years — a change which appears to have produced 
little or no commotion in the Bepublic. 

The convention of 1881 was, however, extremely un- 
popular among a large section of the Boer population. 
Complete independence was their avowed object, and in 
order to attain it their first task was to abolish the 
suzerainty of Great Britain. Almost immediately after 
the convention was signed, the limitations of the Trans- 
vaal established by the convention were flagrantly dis- 
regarded by Transvaal filibusters, who proceeded with 
the tacit and even with the avowed countenance of their 
Government to place new sections of native territory 
under the exclusive protectorate of the Transvaal Govern- 
ment;* and a deputation, headed by President Kruger, 
came to England m 1883 for the purpose of negotiatmg 
with the Colonial Office for the abolition of the chim 
articles of the convention of 1881. They avowed with 
complete frankness that absolute independence would 
alone satisfy them, and that their desire was to revert to 

* See, on thii laiijMt, Oook*a Bights and Wrongs of the Transvaai 
War, pp. soo-ses. 

r Sm WMtloke’a L'AngUkrre «i Us B^MMignes Boers, pp. ^Sl. 
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8itod 1868, liy which 

8iMoe hifcg bacB ycaegBlMd. ThtidcmwiA wl*ita^^ 
«^|cehid by fhe Iin|i 9 eU OownaBMat, hot £io^ 
aftlttaptod to ms^ the objections of fecTgcawwtitiBli^ 
by mbetitatiag £w tifeo crtfelcs of the oonTsiitioB oi;1881 
new ertkttecr in sevend MMqpects mote fevonnUe to the 
pietaasiQiw <Hl the Boem. 

He^ in the fint piece, made e sentunenlsd cooweenon 
to which it is piobeble he attached little importaace, but 
which was zc^Kded by the Boer population as a consider- 
aUe step towards the achievement of their independence. 
The term ‘Transvaal State,’ which waB«ccepted in the 
c<mvm}tion of 1881 as the ^tesignation of the new State, 
was dropped and the old titlo of ‘ South African bepnblic ’ 
was revived and recognised. The question of suzerainty 
was dealt with in a somewhat ambi^ous fashion. The 
new convention purported only to substitute new articles 
in the place of those of the preceding convention ; and it 
was afterwards argued that the old pn^emble, which aa> 
serted at once the internal independence of the Transvaal 
and the suzerainty of Great Britain, remained in force. 
In foot, however, this preamble was neither reprinted nor 
replaced in the new convention, and the term ‘ sazerainty,* 
wmch occorred in the original draft of the document, 
was deliberately exponged — ^it is said by Lord Derby 
himself. He considered the term wholly wanting in the 
predsion which is desirable in a treaty arrangement, that 
It was capable of many different degrees of extension, and 
that the foci of the poramountcy of Great Britain over 
the new State might be sufficiently established without 
the use of an ambiguous word wmch.excited the most 
bitter hostility in the Transvaal. His own words in de* 
fending his condnet in the House of Loris are perfectly 
clear. ‘ The wmd suzerainty,’ he said, '* is a very vague 
word, and I do not think it is capable of uoy precise l^al 
definition. Whatever we may understand by it, 1 think 
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itiinofc vecy^Mgr to defino. Bot I fjy^riioiiA iflMrtliir 
yoneott H o pfoteotoiotf^ or » mseniiitty. oettMH Moege^ 
tktt ot 3to|^ind w a panumouit Fowor, t^ foot m Him a 
ooctttbiocmttolliiigpcmorigxoiamed w Stoto whidi 

esarauwo Uiis snzetainty has a right to veto aa^ aogo^ 
tioo into which the dependent State may enter with foKSkn 
Powers. Whatever snzerainty meant in the oonventi^ 
oi P«t6ria (1881), the conmtion of things which it 
implies still remains ; althon^ the word is not actnaJly 
employed, we have kept the snrotance. We have abstained 
from nsing the word b^nse it was not capable of legal 
definition, and .because it seemed to be a word which was 
likely to lead to misconception and misunderstanding.' 

The articles of the previous convention relating to 
slavery, to native rights, to free trade, to religious liberty, 
to the rights of residence of foreigners in the Transvaal, 
reappear in the new convention, and the limits of the 
State were somewhat more fully defined, but the con* 
trolling i)Ower of Great Britain over the foreign policy of 
the Transvaal, though clearly reasserted, was somewhat 
limited in its scope. It was provided that the South 
Airican Kepublic should conclude no treaty or engagement 
with any State or nation other than the Orange Free 
State, or with any native tribe to the eastward or west- 
ward of the Kepublic, until the same had been approved 
by the Queen ; that every such treaty should be at once 
submitted to her Majesty’s Goveniiuent for her consent, 
but that this consent should be presumed to have been 
granted if no notification to the contrary was received 
wiriun six months. The desire of the Transvaal 
authorities to Jlie recognised as representing an inde- 
pendent sovereign power was thus distinctly rejected, 
and the English Gkivernment positively refused a proposal 
to admit foreign arbitration in cases of dispute between 
Endand and the Transvaal. 

This convention has been severely censured by later 

P 
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writon on the ground of the intmffioienoy and ambi|puty 
of ito assertion of the pMramonnt anmority of Great 
Britain over the TransvaM, and of its failore to do any* 
thing to supply the great deficiency in the preceding 
convKition by an articio secnring politicid equality for 
the British population within it. A few years later, 
when an immense English immigration had taken place, 
not only with the consent bnt at the express invitation of 
the Trans^taal Government; when the English element 
formed a lai^ majority of the inhabitants of the State ; 
when they paid an enormous preponderance of its taxation, 
and were the chief agents in developing its wealth and 
raising jit from the position of a very poor pastoral com- 
munity into that of a great and wealthy State, the 
Transvaal Government proceeded to impoM upon the 
new emigrants disqualifications and disabilities which 
were utterly unknown when England conceded self- 
government to ‘ the inhabitants of the Transvaal.’ They 
completely deprived the vast majority of political power 
or local self-government, and surrounded them at every 
tom with the most irritating disabilities. The Transvaal 
became the one part of Houtb Africa jwhere one white 
race was held In a position of inferiority to another. At 
a time when perfect equality was enjoyed by the Dutch 
population in our own colonies, the political dis- 
quidification of the English race was mime the very 
comer-stone of the policy of the Transvaal Government. 
An annual revenue greatly in excess of what was required 
for its internal government was raised almost entirely 
fnan the taxation of an unrepresented class, to whom the 
prosperity of the State was mainly doe, %nd it was em- 
ployed in accumulating a great armament which could 
onljr be intended for use against England and for main- 
taining the subjection of an English population. 

Tms was the position to which the paramount Power 
in South Africa, the Power which of its own free will had 
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conceded e limited indepmidence to tiie Transvaal, found 
itsdl reduced. And yet it was possible for the Boer 
Government to maintain that there was nothing in all 
this l^slation which was inconsistent with the terms of 
the convention of 1884. 

I do not think that the justice of this criticism can 
be wholly denied. The Transvaal authorities had already 
given clear intimation of their desire to enoancipate 
themselves from all British control, and especially of 
their determination to disregard the limitations which 
had been imposed on the expansion of their State. 
There is, however, one very material fact to be remem- 
bered in judging the policy of Lord Derby. At the time 
of the convention of 1884 the English population in the 
Transvaal was a small, scattered, and powerless minority, 
and as their numbers were far too scanty to make them 
a danger to the State, there was not much reason to 
believe that the Transvaal authorities would repudiate 
their own assurances and subject them to oppressive 
disabilities. It was not until two years after the 
convention that the vast gold-mines of the Transvaal 
were discovered aad all the conditions of the South 
African problem fundamentally changed. The gigantic 
immigration that ensued reversed the proportion between 
the two races. ' The revenue and the expenditure of the 
State multiplied more than fifteen fold in little more than 
ten years.' The Transvaal became the most powerful 
and wealthy State in South Africa, and the great pre- 
pondttance of the Outlander dement in numben, weidth, 
ener^iy, and industry rendered a conflict of races almost 
inevitable. No •statesman could have foreseen this 
change, and a convention that might have allayed ^s- 
content if the gold-mines had nevw been ^scovered, 
proved wholly inefficient to meet it. 

* 8m the tsU* of nvoDM and •zpwiditun in FUspatriok’s Tmutaai 
fnm WUMh, p. 71. 
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Thcnif^ in a poliUi^ the etemp ol Xiati Deihj 
the diaa^e from a Uberal ooxum'vatfrm to a rvty 
otmservatim libenlism in'volved littie zeai modifloatioii of 
it necessarily involved some diange of attitode, 
and on some questions ho spoke with a freedom which 
would have hem impossible as a member of the Con- 
servative party. On Chnxoh qnestions, for example, 
while stnmgly maintaining that the country was not nne 
for the disestablishment of the Church in England, he 
declared that in his opinion the exclusive alliance of one 
religious denomination among many *with the State 
could not 1 m permanently maintained sidh by side with 
a democratic representation — that disestablishment smd 
at le^ partial disoudowraent must ultimately come; 
that if the representatives of Hcotland desired the dis- 
establishment of thoir Church, it was not for Enf^lishmen 
to oppose them ; and that Wales had a strong claim to be 
separately dealt with. * The Welsh people constitute in 
many respects a distinct nationality, and I do not see why 
we should refuse to Welsh loyalty what we bav<$ granted 
to Irish sedition.’ On the subject of endowments indeed 
as early as 1875 his view was that of most moderate 
Liberals. ' To my mind, so far as right is concerned, the 
Legislature may do what it chooses in regard to any 
endowment, without injustice, provided only that the 
rights of living individuals are respected. How far it is 
politic to use that power is another matter. . . . liespect 
the founder’s object, but use your own discretion as to 
the means. If you don’t do the first, yon will have no 
new endowments. If you neglect the last, those which 
you have will be of uo use.’ He maintained that the 
question of local government had in England become one 
of pressing importance, and that the administration of 
county affairs must be put into' the hands of elective 
bodies. He would give those local parliaments very large 
' Inangqisl sddiSM st SSiBlmr^ Univsniqr. 
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power— >bal he moet turgenUy insisted on the unposteiioe 
of one xestrietion. The new bodies must not be given m 
nnlimited power of mortoag^ the fatnre. The gxadnal 
redaction of the Nationu Debt had been for 8<»ne years 
one of the chief aims of enlightened politiciane* bat all 
t^t had been done in this diction woold be ondone if« 
side by side with the National Debt, there grew np a 
monicipal debt of perhaps equal amount. In this ten> 
denoy to municipal extravagance he saw one of the 
gravest menaces to property. ' The growth of Socialism 
throughout Eufope has followed very closely on the 
gigantic incredse of national indebt^ness during the 
present century, and men who begin to feel the pressure 
intolerable are apt to raise questions, more easily stated 
than solved, as to the right of any State to impose 
burdens in perpetuity for the benefit of one generation.’ 
He urged that every local body which contracted a debt 
should be under a statutory obligation to provide for its 
repayment in fifty or sixty years at latest. 

The growth of municipal indebtedness ; the excessive 
tendency to increase the functions of the State; the 
disaffection of Ireland and the contingency of an isolated 
and disloyal body of some eighty Ash representatives 
offering their services to any party which would consent 
to carry out their designs, appeared to Lord Derby the 
chief dangers of English domestic politics. The last 
danger was very speedily realised, and the sudden con- 
version of Mr. Gladstone to Home Buie produced one 
mote change in the attitude of Lord Derby. On tiiis 
question he had never flinched or wavered, and he at once 
took his place imthe front rank of the Liberal Unionists, 
whom for some time he led in the House of Lords. I do 
not know tiiat the Unionist case has ever been more 
powerfully put forward than in his speeches on the 
subject, and the eminently judicial character of his mind, 
and his entire freedom from all mere patty bias, gave a 
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looltliitib p«rl hi polinet Awiiitf tt« ImI 
h» hit, hat ht AivottdhiioMtt 
■na tnMmgo^w ttma tmh jmA pwiaritof' ottl 
ability on the Labour C^mxnititoD. Iffit hM* uptttn «m 
delnreied at Ifanehettaar <m the nnveUing of ^ alahiaof 
fifr. Bright io October 1881. Hm laat |nblie work waa 
that of presiding over the Ldibur Commianon ta Hay 189^ 
In the preceding year an attack of infiimiza, followed by 
a relapae, had mattered a healtii which had hitherto 
been robust. Other complications ensued, and he pawed 
KWAj at Knowsiey on April 21, 1803, in hit 8ixty«8eventh 
year. 

The foregoing sketch will, I hope, have given a 
sufltcient idea of his public character. Few men have 
made a greater sacrifico of ambition to a conscientious 
conviction than he did, when, rather than support a 
measure which might 'lead to war, he abandoned the 
Conservative Ministry in 1878. He was then the fully 
recognised succewor of Lord Beaconsfield, and if he had 
adopted a different course he would in a ihort time have 
been, beyond all doubt. Prime Minister of England. On 
the whde, however, the severance from old mends cost 
him, 1 believe, tar more than the sacrifice of his political 
prospects. Whatever he may have been in his youth, bo 
ww certainly not in mature life an ambitious man. 
With the greatj^ition he held in England the world 
had little to offer him, and the self-knowledge which 
was not the least of his many tenuuckable gifts diowed 
him that party conflict was not the sphwe in which 
Nature intended him to move. With many of the 
quiflities of the highest statesmanship he wanted some 
necessary ingredients of a great statesman. He wanted 
tile power of appealing to the imagination and moving 
the passions. He wanted m(»e deciskm of character, 
move power of initiative, mote capacity of bearing Ughtiy 



TBS rsmam jusou or bbbp^ ^ 

th* ■a*^*** ft <«%>— A -— .— a^M*- **8* U^tJI ULmI, i)lLl 

Bovm dl Jjin^ mult ilwiys pm to 
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which WM dci^y sooted in his oatos* Xhete wese 
moments when li]» inYetemte moderation traded to ex^ 
asperatei and he was accused, not altogether wra^ 
reason, of sometimes malang admirable speeches, pointing 
out in the clearest terms hU the evils and dangm of a 
measure, and then concluding by exhorting the Bouse of 
Lords to vote for it, introducing mitigating amencbDorats 
in Committee# The measures he treated in this way 
usually, as he had predicted, became law, but tUs was 
not the attitude of a great leader. During a considerable 
part of his career, like a very large proportion of moderate 
men in England, he was in the embarrassing position of 
agreeing substantially with the home policy of one party 
and with the foreign policy of the other* After the death 
of Lord Palmerston an element of passion was infused 
into public life which was very uncongenial to his tem- 
perament, and English politics jisssed into phases in 
which caution, character, judgment, and knowledge were 
less prized than brilliant strokes that appealed to the 
popniHr imagination, clever coalitions, a skilful barter of 
prmoiples for votes. In spheres governed by such methods 
liord Derby was very useful, but he was not likely to play 
a foremost part. 

To few men who have taken a conspicuous part m 
active politics was the excitement of such^ an^ existence 
so little necessary. Ilappy in his domestic life and in 
a companionship and sympathy which were all-sufficient 
to him, he not less happy in the wide range 
of his interests and duties. The administration^ of 
his vast estate would have been more than suffiment 
to tax the energies of most men, and it was, 1 believe, 
universally acknowledged that it was adnurably ad- 
ministered. In the everyday affairs of practical life he 
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iiAd BO indeddon, and he jadged tite 

deuefit of jndgniecKte. Notiting about hun wat mote 
xemaxkaUe thaB the «|>{>Ment ease and the absence of 
dl bony and confnaion with whieh be eoold deal with 
maBy different foraui of work. His study in its jpeifaot 
Beatness was more like a lady’s boudoir than the workshop 
of a v<^ busy man. Oknc Ha»t, ohtui R«tst, might have 
been his mo^. He bad much belief in the fotnre of 
English land, wd was not, I think, at all exempt bam 
the great English landlord’s foible of adding field to field. 
In the long period of agrionltuial depression it wm easy 
for a rich n^ to do so. ‘ In my experit^ce,’ he used 
to say. ' in nine, eases out of ten it is Naboth who comes 
to Ahab and b^s him to boy his vineyard.’ Certainly 
no one had reason to complain, for there were few bettm 
or more popular Iwdlords than Lord Derby. In many 
long wal& with him Utrongh his property 1 was always 
struck with the evident pleasure with which he was 
welcomed by his people, the foln^s of knowledge and 
the kindness of interest with which he inquired into 
the circumstances of every tenant. It is characteristic 
of him that only two days before his deeth he was giving 
instructions for building a hospital for the sick poor of 
Enowsley. I have known few men in whom the desire 
to make everyone about them happy was so strongly 
uid so clearly nuurked. He was fond of looking minutmy 
into the circumstances of men of different classes, and 
comparing their wants with their means, often with 
somewhat whimsical results. There was a teadesman 
who made regularly . 61. a week ; who was accustomed 
every week to devote 21. to his household expenses, to 
lay by 21., and to employ the remainder in getting drunk. 
He was, Lord Derby thought, the only man he had ever 
known who satisfied aU his wants with 40 per cent, 
of his income, who always laid by 40 per oeni, and 
who expended 20 per cent, on bis pleunxes. 
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Onfoicle his ptoperty Lord Derby had etrong oovb^ 
interesto. With perhaps the exception ot BirminAMn 
fibmw is no part of England where a dietinctire weal 
mtriotism is so intensely developed as in Lancashire, and 
Lord Derby in tastes and character was pre«eminentiy 
a Laneashiro man, very proud of the greatness, and deeply 
concmed in the^ interests, of his county. In idl ^ 
vicissitudes of his career, Liverpool, I believe, never 
wavered in its attachment to him. He contributed to 
the many charitable and philanthropic works with 
which he was 'concerned not only much money, but 
also— what in*so rich a man was far more meritorious 
— an extraordinary amount of time and patient super* 
vision. Among the many offices he accepted, was presi* 
dent of the Literary Fund for dispensing charity to 
needy authors, and on the committee of that charity 
1 had, during many years, ample opportunity of observ- 
ing how far he was from treating a presidential position 
as a sinecure. The regularity of his attendance, 
the constant attention he paid to every detail of the 
charity; the infinite pains which he would bestow 
upon obscure cases of distress, marked him out as a 
model president, and many of those whom our rules did 
not allow us to help were assist^ by his bounty. He 
contributed with a large but discriminating generosity to 
many causes that were conspicuous in the eyes of the 
world, but his special bias was towards unostentatioiu 
and unobserved benevolence, and crowds of obscure men 
in obscure positions were assisted by him. 

Those who did not know him, and those who had 
come in mo^ly casual contact with him, -sometimes 
formed a false impression of his character. He had 
a great deal of natural shyness. He had very little of 
the gift of small talk. On occasions of mere show and 
in uncongenial atmospheres he was apt to be awkward 
and embarrassed, , and when walking by himself he was 
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exbrooiely atwent and quite capable of bniBhiiig against 
hia oldest friend with a complete onconsoioasness of 
his piesence. These tzaits sometimes gave rise to natonl 
mismterpretations, which a fuller knowledge always dis- 
pdled. No one who knew Lord I>£rby could fail to feel 
that his nature was cme of the most genuine and trans- 
parent simplicity, singularly free from ^1 tinge of anro- 
gance, superciliousness, and acrimony. His personal tastes 
were exceedingly simple, and there was hot a partode 
of ostentation in his character. He ddighted in a quiet 
coun^ life and had a strong sense of *natural beauty. 
In his youth he had boon an ardent mduntaineer. and 
in later life he had few greater pleasures than to watch 
the growth of his plantations. He calculated thi^ he bad 
planted in his lifetime about two million of trees. 

He was among the best-read men 1 have ever known. 
His private library was one of the finest in England, 
and he took a keen interest in it. A love of sumptuous, 
large-paper editiom was indeed one of the very few 
luxuries in which from mere personal taste he greatly 
indulged. Like all men of litorary tastes he had his 
Hmitations. German was a closed book to him. 
Theol(^ and metaphyncs were conspicuous by toeir 
absence. He was certiunly not drawn to the mysrical, 
the unintelligible, or the morbid, either in imaginative 
or speculative literature, and although he was a great 
lover and great buyer of water-colour pictures, I do not 
think be hM much teal sense or knowledge of art. But 
he had read very extensively and with great profit and 
discriminarion in many widely difiecent fields, and his 
noCTiory was unusually retentive. He ivas an excrilent 
htaar]^ oitic, and if clear thought and accurate know- 
]e(^e were what he most valued, it would be a complete 
mirtake to sm^ose that he vras insensible to the poetic 
and imaginative side of literatura He could r^pei^ long 
passages from * Childe £toibld/ and X can wdl remember 
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the delight \diich he took in the pictor^ne naixatiTe of 
Mr. Fronde, and in the fiery verses of Sir Alfred Lyall. 

He was one of the kindest and most gracious of hosts, 
and his genuine unforced good nature and good humour 
draw to mm many whose tastes and sympathies were 
widely different from his own. Nature certainly never 
intended him for a sportsman, but he preserved game 
extensively and until the last years of his life usually 
went out with his guests. *I rather like shooting,' he 
once said to me, ‘it prevents the necessity of general 
convorsation.' '‘Among kindred spirits, however, Iw own 
conversation Was eminently attractive. His wide know- 
ledge both of books and men, his vast range of political 
anecdote, his experience of so many statesmen and offices 
and departments of life, made it singularly instructive. 
He was a very shrewd, uid at the same time a very kind, 
judge of character ; and he had a power, which is certainly 
not common, of fully appreciating merits that are allied 
with great and mamfest defects. He had much quaint, 
dry humour, and a great hi^piness of expression; and 
one always felt that his opinions were genuinely tho^ht 
out — that they ware voices and not echoes. His private 
conversation had the quality that 1 have noticed in his 
public speMhes, of grasping at once the essential elements 
of a question and disencumbering it from accessories and 
details. It is one of the qualities that add most to the 
chArm of conversation, and, with the exception of Lord 
Bussell, I do not think I . have met with anyime who 
pwBessed it to a greater degree than Lord Derby. He 
delighted in. long walks with one or two firiends, and he 
might be seen great advantage in some small dining- 
cluDS which play a J^er part than is generally recog- 
nised in the fai^ English social life of our time. He hM 
been a member of Giillion’s for thirty-seven years, but 
the society to which he was most attached was, I think, 
‘The Club * which was founded by Johnson and Beynolds. 
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Daring the nineteen years of which I can speak from 
persoxw exj^ence, he was an almost constont attendant, 
and oertainly no other member enjoyed a greater popu* 
laxity in it, or contributed more lately to its (harm. 

Be hated cant of all kinds, and had a great distmst 
of ostentations professions of lofty motives. He disliked, 
I tiimk greatly, the habit of drt^^g sacred names into 
purty speeches, and attributing every pa^^ manceuvre 
to a solemn sense of duty. Langut^e ai this kind will 
never be found in his speeches, rat 1 have known few 
men who were governed through life more steadily though 
more unobtrusively by a sense of duty. He always tried to 
look facts in the face, and to promote in the many spheres 
which he could influence the real; happiness of men. 
There have been statesmen among his contemporaries of 
peater power and of more brilliant achievement. There 
nos been, 1 believe, no statesman of sounder judgment 
and more disinterested patriotism ; there have been very 
few whoso departure has left a void in so many spheres. 



HENEY REEVE, q.B., F.S.A., D.C.L. 

AiiTHOuoh it has never been the cnstom of the ‘Edinbnrgh 
Review ' to withdraw the veil of anonymity from its writers 
and its administration, it would be mere affectation to suffer 
it to appear before 4he public without some allusion to the 
great ^itor \^om we have just lost,* and who for forty 
years has watched with indefatigable care over its pages. 

The career of Mr. Henry Reeve is perhaps the most 
striking illustration )n our time of how little in English 
life influence is measured by notoriety. To the outer 
world his name was but little known. He is remem- 
bered as the translator of Tocqueville, as the editor of the 
‘ OreviUe Memoirs,’ as the author of a not quite forgotten 
book on Royal and Republican France, showing much 
knowledge of French literature and politics; as' the 
holder daring fifty years of the respectable, but not very 
prominent, post of Registrar of the Privy Council. To 
those who have a more intimate knowledge of the 
political and literary life of England, it is well known 
that daring nearly the whole of his long life be was a 
powerful and living force in English literature ; that few 
men of his time have filled a larger place in some of the 
most select circles of English socitd life; and that he 
exercised during many years a political influence such as 
rarely falls to we lot of any Englishman outside Parlia- 
ment, or even outside the Cabinet. 

He was bom at Norwich in 1813, and brought up in 
a highly cultivated, and even brilliant, literary oime. 
His father, Dr. Reeve, was one of the earliest contributors 

• Mr. Bmt« died Ootober SI, 189 S.-E 9 . 
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to<lie*EdmbittghB«nn»w/ The AiiflliiM, the Opiet, the 
Teyloc^ and the Alderaone wexe oloeely related to him, end 
he 18 said to have been indebted to h» lifted annt. Sarah 
Austin, for his appcnntoient in the I*nvy Council. The 
family income urae not large, and a great part of Mr. 
Beeve’a education took phwe on the Continent, chieflv at 
Qmieva and Munich. He went wi& (cteeUent mtroduc* 
tioQB, and the years he spent abroad were abundantly 
fruitful. He learned Gorman so well that be was at one 
time a contributor to a German periodical. He was erne 
of the rare Englishmen who Sjwke Erench almost like 
a Ftendbman, and at a very eany he formed friend* 
shijps with several eminent French writers. His trans* 
lation of the ‘Democracy in America/ by Tocqueville, 
which appeared in 1835, stren^hened his hold on French 
society. Two years later he <mtained the appointment in 
the Privy Conndl, which he held until 1887. It was in 
this office that he became the oolleame and fast friend of 
Charles Greville, who on his deam-bed entrusted him 
with the publication of his * Memoirs.* 

Mr. Bmve had now obtained an assured incomo and 
a steady occupation, but it was far from satisfying his 
d^ire for work. He became a contributor, and very soon 
a l^iding contributor, to the ‘ Times,* while his close and 
confidential intercourse with Mr. Delane gave him a 
considerable voice in its management. The penny 
newspaper was still unborn, and the ‘ Times * at this period 
was the nndispnted monarch of the Press, mid exercised 
an inflnence over public opinion, both in England and on 
the Continent, such as no existing paper can be said to 
pone». It is, we believe, no exaggeration to si^ that 
lor the space of fifteen years nearly ev»y artiou thi^ 
appeared in its columns on foreign politics was written 
by Mr. Beeve, and the period daring which be i^te for 
it molnded the year 18w, wbmi foreign politics had the 
most transcendent importance. ^ 
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The great political influence which he this time 
fficercisefl natomly drew him into close connection with 
many of the chief statesmen of his time. With iKxd 
Olarendon especially his friendship was close and ccm- 
fidential, and he recdved from that statesman almost 
weeUy letters daring his viceroyalty in Ireland and 
daring others of the more critical periods of his career. 
In France, Mr. Hive’s connections were scarcely less 
nomeroos than in England. Gaizot, Thiers,^ Coosin, 
Toc^neville, Villemain, Circourt — in fact, nearly all the 
leading figares in French literature and politics daring 
the reign of liouis Philippe were among his friends or 
correspondents. He was at all times singularly inter- 
national in his sympathies and friendships, and he 
appears to have been more than once made the channel 
of confidential communications between English and 
French statesmen. 

It was a task for which he was eminently suited. 
The qualities which most impressed all who came into 
close communication with him were the strength, swift- 
ness, and soundness of his judgment, and his unfailing 
tact and discretion in dealing with delicate questions. 
He was eminently a man of the world, and had quite as 
much knowledge of men as of books. Probably few 
men of his time have been so frequently and so 
variously consulted. He always spoke with confidence 
and authority, and his clear, keen-cut, decisive sentences, 
a certain stateliness of manner which did not so much 
claim as assume ascendancy, and a somewhat elaborate 
formality of courtesy which was very efficacious in 
repelling intradeip, sometimes concealed from strangers 
the softer side of his character. But those who knew 
him well soon learnt to recognise the genuine kindliness 
of his nature, his remarkable skill in avoiding friction, 
and the rare steadineas of his friendships. 

One great source of his influence was the just bdiM 
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Ite had a etonig sense d the respcnnilnKty of an 
edtUnr^and espedaUyof the editor of a Beview of niudgned 
artides. No artiote applied whidi he did not «awMly 
consider. His powerful individnality was deeply stanqped 
upon the Besiew, and he carefully maintained |ts nnity 
and conttsteecy of sentiments. It was one of me chief 
occnpdionB and pleaanres of his’ closing days, and the 
very last lettex he dictated referred to it. 

Time, as might be expected, had gieattly thinned the 
circle of his friends. Of the Franco which he knew ao 
well scarcely anything remained, bnt his oid<friend and 
sffliior Barthdemy Saint*Hilair6 visited him at Christ 
Chnrch, and he kept np to the end a warm finendship 
with the Due d‘AnmaIe. Ho spent his eightieth birthday 
at Chantilly, and until the very last year of bis life he was 
never absent when the Duke dined at ' The Club.* In 
Lord Derby he lort the statesmut with whom in his lator 
years he was most closely connect^ by private friendship 
and political sympathy, while the death of Lady Stanley 
of Aldertey deprived him of an attached ana lifetong 
friend. 

Gromng mdrraities prevented him in his latter days 
tmm mixing much in general society in London, hut nra 
IHb was brightened by all that loving companionship 
could give ; his mental powers were un&dM, and he 
ponld still enjoy the society of younger friends. He 
looked f(«ward to the end with a perfect and a most 
characteristic calm, without fear and without regret. It 
was the pladd close of a long, dignified, apd nsefm life. 



HBNBY HABT MILMAN, D.D., DEAN OP 
8T. PAUL'S 


The great prominence which the High Chnrch movement 
has assumed in the ecclesiastical history of £n|^d 
daring the second and third quarters of the nineteenth 
century, and the extrwrdinaiy success with which it has 
permeated file Established Church by its influence, have 
led some writers to exaggerate not a little the place 
whiob it occupied in the general intellectual development 
of the time. In the universities, it is true, it long 
exercised an extraordinary influence, and Mr. Gladstone, 
who was by far the most remarkable layman whom it 
profoundly influenced, was accustomed to sav that for at 
least a generation almost the whole of the best intellect 
of Oxford was controlled by it. It poss^sed in Newman 
a writmr of most striking and undoubted genius. In an 
age remarkable for brilliancy of style he was one of the 
greatMt muters of En^h prose. His power of drawing 
subtle distinetions and pursuing long trains of subtle 
reasoning made him one of the most skilful of contro* 
versialists, and he had a great insight into spirituid cravings 
and an admirable gift of interpreting and araealing to 
many forms of reUgions emotion. But though he was a 
man of rare, delicate, and most seductive genius, we have 
sometimes doubted whether anjr of his books are destined 
to take a permanent and considerable place in Engl^ 
literature. He was not a g^t scholar, or an original and 
independent thinker. Betmng with questions inseparably 
connected with hutorical evidence, he had neither the 
judkiial q^t nor the firm grasp of a real historian, and 
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he had wty HtOe ddlt In meawiing mhahSitiee ai^ 
degneecdeiidaDoe. Hehadanuunfenuioi^^ 
wee ^te m mwih moMl m mtellectiial, for locdong facte 
m the lace and pcutsniii^ tndns of thought to nnvchxmw 
eonctuaions. He often took refn^ hcom them in otonds 
of oaenistry. l%e soe^tHnam whidb waaa macked featnre 
of hte intrmect allied iteelf oloaete with eiednhtj^, foe it 
was directed agamat reason itew; and thongh he has 
expressed in admirable langn^ many tme and beantitnl 
thoQghta, the glainour of hia style too often oonoealed 
mnch weaknem and nneertunty of jndgm^t and mnch 
aqphistry in wrgnment. 

If any of those who competed with him were men of 
great learning and distingnished ability. No one will 
question the patristic knowledge of Pnsqr, the meta- 
phydeal acnmen of Ward, the genuine vmn of religions 
poetry in Keble and Fab«, the wide accomplishments 
and scholarly critbism of Church. But on the whole 
the broad streaun of English thought has gone in other 
directions. In politics the Oxford movement had tenltiant 
representatives m Gladstone and Belbome, but the ideal 
of the relations of Church mid State and the ideid of 
education to which the Oxford school aspired, have been 
absolutely discarded. The universities have been 
aecularisM. The Irish Established Church, which it was 
one of the first objects of the party to defend, has been 
abolished by Gladstone himself, and although the English 
Established Chnndi retains its hold on the affeotkms of 
the nation, it is defended by its most skilfiil supporters 
oa very different grounds and by very different arguments 
from moss whudi were put forward bjrtbe Cheford divines. 
Among the foremost names in lay faterature during the 
fifty years we are considering, it iaeurions to ohssKve how 
few were evmi touched 1^ the movenumt. Fronde ii an 
exeeption, but he speedify repudiated it. The mediwval 
sympathies that were sometimes shown Buskin sprang 



bom % whoUjr diffarant source. Macaohy, CSaari^ 
HeSuii, Gcote, MiU, Buckle, Tennyson, Brownings and 
Ihe gteal noveliste, bom Didcens to €^eor|e Blm, all 
WR^ 'fopt mndi as thOT might have written if the moye> 
ment haa never existea. Ak unusual proportion of tlm 
best intellect of England passed into toe fiuds of phyrical 
sdenoe, .and the metoods of reasoning and habits of 
tbou^t which they inculcated were wholfy out of harmony 
with the school of Newman, while both geology and 
Darwinism have made socioos incursions into long* 
cherished beliefs. Even in the Church itself, though the 
High Church movement was stronger than any other, 
great deductions have to be made. The school of inde- 
pendent Biblical criticism, which in various d^^rees has 
come to be generally accepted, certainly owed nothing to 
it, and sevend of the most illustrious Churchmen of this 
period were wholly alien to it. Thirlwall and Merivale 
were conspicuous examples, but they devoted themselves 
chiefly to great works of secular history. Arnold — who 
was one of the strongest personal influences of his age, 
and whose influence was noth perpetuated and widened 
by Dean Stanley — and Wbately, who was one of the 
most independent and original thinkers of the nineteenth 
centu^, were strongly antagonistic. In the field of 
ecclesiastical history it might have been expected that 
a school which was at once so scholarly and so wedded 
to tradition would have been pre-eminent, but no 
ecclesiastical histories which England has produced can, 
on the whole, be placed on as hi^ a level as those which 
were ynritten by the great Broad Church divine whose 
name stands a^the hcM of this article. 

Milmw was, indeed, a man well deserving of com- 
memoration on account of the works which he produced, 
yet it is perhaps not too much to say that to those unoi^ 
whom he Uvm the man seemed even greater than his 
works. For many years he was a ooitral and most 
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pombat Sgam in tiie betfc Bnd^ StttnQrntwbi^ ncmI 
mdRsoedl nwrt the kndaiif Inidtom ^ In 4if 
timoBg lis Meadn Bn vnut in tn nnnoniliiiy 
stany-mdcid, boUi in his fcoowto^gn his tympnOiim 
Bn wis nn admuabln crib'c, and the <»ttin«Dl 8 mi% ni 
hfs judgment, es well ns the emhMsit kindness of his 
nntnr^ oomlnned with n greet ohnrm both of manner 
end of ecmvezsetion. Few men of his tame had mote 
friends, end were more admired, consulted, end loved. 

Mr. Arthur Milman has sketched his tethtf’s life 
in cme short wdume,* written in exeelleut English and 
with uniformly good taste. We have 'read it with 
much interest, vet in laying it down it is imposcdble TOt 
to be sensible now much of the personM charm which 
was so conspienous in its subject has passed beyond 
recovery. More than thirty years have gone by since 
the old Dean was laid in his grave, and but few of 
those who knew him intimately survive. He appe^ 
to have kept no joumM. He wrote nothing autobio- 
graphic^. aud he bad a strong sense of the chasm that 
should separate private from public life. It was wboUy 
contrary to bis unegotistical nature tp make the great 
pnbhc the confidant of his domestic affiurs or of his mner 
feelings, and he was deeply sensible of the injustice which 
is so often done by Hographers in printing ungimcded, 
unquidified opinions ana judgments, expressed in the 
feemom of private corrwpondence. Ho Mted sternly on 
this view. Many of the foremost men in England weare 
among his cmzespondcnts, but he ddiberately huint their 
letters. could never bear,’ we have heiM him say, 
* ^t w^ was written to me by dear fripnds in <he most 
unreserved and absolute confidence shomd, throngh iny 
fault, be one day dragged before the public.* This 
xeUcenoe and this stnmg feeling of the sanctity of firiend- 

* aiiirtBaHUam<m,DM^D0Maf8tPMif$, A BlognpliksI filwMi 
if Us MB, Arthur Mihiuui, ll.A.,IiI<J}. 
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ship anl pn?ttle oonm^ndauja. isl^ is now bseoioung" 
VBKjr Eftre, mm <me of his most dbaxscterirtie tEsits, bat it 
has necessMcily ^^ved his bi(^;z»phy td amy etenwats 
of inteifNrt. 

He was the yoa^est son of Sir Francis Mihuian, ^ 
orell'known physioian'^of Qeorge HI. He mm bom in 
1701, and edncated at Eton and Oxford, where he soon 
distingilished himself as one of the most brilliant of 
students. He won the Newdigate in 1812, the Chan* 
oellor’s prize for Latin verse iq| 1818, tiie prize for 
English and Latin essays in 1816. He obtained a first 
ckss in claeeics, and in 1815 he was elected a Fellow of 
his college. He was ordained in the following year, and 
a year later Lord Eldon, who was then Chancellor of tite 
university, nominated him to the vicarage of St. Ikhu^ at 
Beading, where he spent eighteen happy and fnutfol 
years. Like most young and brilliant mm, he first 
turned to verse, and for several years he poured out in 
rapid succession a number of dramas and poems which 
have been collected in three substantial volumes. The 
tragedy of * Fazio* was written when he was still at 
Oxford, and it was speedily followed by a long and 
ambitious epic poem cmed * Samor, Lord of the Bright 
City’: by three elaborate sacred dramas, the ‘Fall of 
dcrusalem,' the ‘ Martyr of Antioch,* and * Belshazzar ’ ; 
and by an historical tragedy on ‘ Aime Bolcyn,’ as well as 
by a few minor poems. 

Some of these v^rks had considerable popularity. 
'Fazio’ for many years hbld its place on the stage. 
Byron, in one of his letters to Rogers, speaks of its 
* great and deserved success ' when it was brought out at 
Covent Oard&. Its heroine was a favourite part of Miss 
O’Neil and of Fanny Kemble. It was translated into 
Italian by Del Ongaro for Bistori, who acted it with 
admirable power, and there was also a French translation 
or adaptation in which Mademoiselle Mats took pact. 
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ium ffhwi onto n hiiiidvndi mA wlto ratopMi lot 
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g 0^ MMTfcA gj^m AjOModblittt 

fe f * IfM'ffltlliTfUff/ *** *-*--<*- «» ».* A 

litfifnTOp* rao^fiod 

Imt tbe*SlMrt9T< . „ 

ode b^i&mtag 'Brothor, titoii eit gone before vm, maA ttgr 
eeiotlj eool is flowiu\,wbieb is buyinur to ntnnbece wl» 
are pnebeUy not aware of ita anthonhip.. It is worthy 
of notice that as reoentiy as 1880 Str^Aithor NnUtiran set 
toe * Martyr of Antiodb * to music and Ixonght it oot ^ 
toe Leeds Festival, where it achieved an immediate and 



iNrillhint success, and was freqaontly performed.' On the 
otoer hand, ‘ Ramor ' and ‘ Anno lioleyn * woro almost 
tosolttte failures, and. on the whole, the longer poems ci 
Mihnan have not retained their popularity, and probaMy 
now rarely find a reader. 

Those who turn to them will certainly bo struck by 
the command of languager and metre they display. It 
was shown both in rhyme and in blank verse. Many 
fine odes are scattered through them, and in the ootOK 
syllabic verse Mihuan always appears to us peculiarly 
happy. But his poetry, like most of too poetry that was 
wntten under the Byronic infloence, was mther the 
poetry of rhetoric than of imagination, and it wanted 
both the intensity and the con^tration of the great 
master. Stately, sonorous, fluent, onfailingly luom, it 
was too lengthy and too artificial, and Locknact was not 
wholly wrong in prononncing that it showed 'fine 
talents, hot no gemus,’ and in urging thal prose rather 
than poetry was toe vehicle in which its author was 
destined to succeed. In addition, however, to the fnnwnd 
ode to which we have referred, hfilman has written many 

' IriHutew^ of Sir A. BuUhait, p. SM. 
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and wMoi bani^. flilili^:. 

ig p ei iia d in tiw,.ebllaetiim erf '■1ibaA.omt:gHm^ 

XHim Heber, arbo ivm «ba ol 
miodi; ttrf caMrerf like tneb to leboae memnqr he-lontoa^ 
biito ^irfi toe loiutort eflEsetioik. 7%e 
bgr^^ 'Bound th* Mounrfd irae»' the Belm Sondajr 
Iqrntt^ ' Iftide oo, tide on in nurfeety,' (uid porhapi ctul 
nune that exqnintdy pathetic hy^ (so often mufcinted 
in modem hytan>booln) b^inning 

Wl)p onr iMsds »n bomd mth wo*. 

lyhen otur bitter tem o'orflow, 

Imve loDg ^ce taken their permiment place in detoikmal 
literatnie. 

In another and very different field of poetry aleo he 
gr«ttly excelled. He was an admirable example of that 
highly finished and fastidions classical scholarship which 
is, or was, the pride of our great public schools, and he 
took great pleasure in translations from the classics. He 
truisjated into verse the ' Agamepmon ' of iEschylus, and 
the * Bacchanals ’ of Euripides, ahd also a R^t number 
of small and mu<^ less known poems. He held the 
professorship of poetry at Oxford from 1821 to 1831, and 
as his lectures, according to the custom which then 
prevailed, were delivered in Latin, he had the happy 
thought of diversifying them by English metrical trans- 
lations of the different poems he treated. They range 
over a wide field of obscure Greek poets, as well as of 
epitimhs, votive inscriptions, and inscriptions relating to 
the fine arts, and in addition to these there are trans- 
lations from Sspscrit poetry — ^a branch of knowledge 
which was then very little cultivated, and to which 
Milmfcti was greatly attracted. These pocons toe author 
published in 1865, but the lectures in which they wme 
produced he committed to the flames. They had, in hia 
<q^oa,loet their value through the subsequent puUicatioa 
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of the w(»ks on tite history of Oiedt literstore by Bod^ 
Ulxioi, Ol^ed MiUler, end Mote. 

In ni^ his pen vna exceedingly tMstive. In 1820 he 
be^ut long eonneetion with the ‘Qnacterly Besiew,' 
wbl(d)‘continiiedt with oceask wl intervals, throngh more 
than fmrty yenra. His articles extmded over a ^raat 
variety of sobjects, but most of them were eMentisliy 
reviews and essentially critical. The fact that he was 
both a poet and an accomplished critic of verse caused 
some persons to ascribe ^ him tiie authorship of two 
uticles which had an unhappy reputatien— Uie criticinn 
which was falsely supposed to have hasteded the deaib of 
Keats, and the atta^ upon the *Alastor' of 
a poet for whom Milman had a special admiration. It is 
now well known that neither of these articles was by 
him, but it is characteristic of his loyalty to his colleagues 
tiiat he never disclaimed the authorship. This loyalty 
was indeed not less conspicuous in his nature than the 
singular kindness of disposition with which he evw shrank 
from giving pain. Af^ his death a few of his many 
essays in we ' Quarterly ' were collected in one volume. 
Among them there is an admirable apeount of Erasmus, 
with whom in mental characteristics he had ooosidecable 
affinity. 

In 1829 appeared his drst historical work, the * History 
of the Jews,' a work which excited a violent storm of 
theol(Wcai indignation. The crime of Milman was that 
he apj^ied to Jewish history the uscud canons of historical 
criticism-Hsifting evidence, disetiminsting between docu- 
ments, pointing out the parallelisms between Jewish 
conditions and those of other Oriei|tal nations, and 
attempting to sep^te in the sacred writings the parte 
which were essential and revealed from those which were 
merely hunum and fallible. In a remarkaUe pmlsce to 
A revlM and enlai^ed odition of tins work, was 

pubhtibnd tiiirty years lator, be Jatdl down very cleai^ the 
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Mincijples that had guided him. The Jewidi writers, in 
his opinion, were ' men of their age and oonntty who, as 
tlie;jr spoke the langnsge, so they tiltonght the thon^^ of 
^leir nation uid ueix time. . . . They had no^ special 
knowtedge on any subject bat moral and reUgions troth 
to distinguish them frons other men, and*were os frilible 
as others on all mestions of science, and even of hutory, 
extraneous to their religious teaching. . . . Their one 
paramount object being instruction and enlightenment 
in religion, they left their hearers nninstructed and 
unenlightened as before in other thinffl. ... In all other 
respects society, civilisation, developed itself according to 
its usual laws. The Hebrew in the wilderness, mulcting 
as far as the law modified his manners and habits, was 
an Arab of the desert. Abraham, except in his worship 
and intercourse with the one true G<m, was a nomad 
Sheik. . . . The moral and religious truth, and this alone, 
I apprehend, is ** the word of God ” contained in the 
sacTM writings.' 

It must also, he contended, be always remembered 
that the Semitic records are of an ' essentially Oriental, 
figurative, poetical cast,’ and that it is therefore wholly 
erroneous to suppose that every word can be construed 
with the precision of an Act of Parliament or of a simple 
modem historical narrative. 

His attitude towards the miraculous was c^fully 
defined. He observed the absolute impossibility of 
evading the conclusion that the Jewish writers, whether 
eye-witnesses or not, implicitljr believed in ’the sapor- 
naturalism, the divine or miraculoas agency almost 
throughout tiie.older history of the Jews,’ and that it is 
’ an integral, inseparable part of the narrative.* Some- 
times it IS possible ' with more or less probability to ^ 
test tile naked foot which may lie beneatii the imaginative 
or murvellous language in which it is recorded ; but even 
m these oases the solution can be hardly tnora tiian 
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Tu bfilfMttii th# wiMjdiiQiiiil tw 

rtdelto mineolmn ajj^aMn to hno iitt|Kiii9Mo to kmw, 
* B<^ io ]>rriiie Picmdanoe, w 11 m i^{eB^ <rf Ckxl at 
Prime Motw in the NatwiU worid ae in the mind of Hiui, 
M an tna^pacable |Murt of nJigion. Theie can be no 
religion withoot it/ Bat in munerooe caaee, to dia- 
tingoish between the simply providential and the strietly 
mtmculoos implies a Imowledge of the woriting of 
natoxal caoses grater than we pomoss; and in ccvtain 
st^ee of civiUsation, and very eminently in the Jewish 
mind, there is a nuucked tendency to suppress secondary 
osttses, and to attribute not only the more extraordinary 
bat also the commem events of life to direct divine agency. 
The possibility and the reality of the miraculoos m 
einphatieally asserts. 

' The palmary miracle of all, the Boaarreotion, atanda 
entinriy by itself. Every attempt to resolve it into 
a natc^ event, a delusion or hallacination in the minda 
of the disciples, the eye-witnesses and death-defying 
witnesses to its tnith, or to tK»t it as an allegory or 
figure of speech, is to me a signal failure. It must be 
seoepted as the keystone — for such it is— and seal to 
the grei^ Chrutiao doctrine of a future life, ae a historieal 
fact, ot rejected ae a baseiese frible/ 

But great numbers of what vrare deemed mkaeles 
may be explained by natural causes, by figurative modes 
of enMcssion which were common in Oriental nations, 
by the tendency of the human mind to embellish or 
exaggerate surprising facts, or invsot anpematuxri oouiM 
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witot il it 4 ohU« to «iiqpl|liia,\by utomMimi 
initfinttowi iilurii laelai to digiUiy tot 
. halo. = Tha «Miy imiltoi. nijjpwnt. 

/witi vtottfided nundM tduob no 
vim'- milntiittt ana IRhmn sfunni in s pcwwKfat|nipgi 
Iww tbt idan d! toe ndmoalont hae bm ataaidM!y%>ttr 
traeting fod raoeda^l how daiijgeioiia it into bate toe 
delenoe of Chriatomi^ on the e?idwice of mhaelee xatoec 
than on apjMala to the oonsdiaD^ the moral araae, toe 
innate nliguraaneae^ the deep spirit^ ciavinga of himaan 
natnce. « 

Soeh vieda, thongh now sufficiently common^aoe, 
aewned reiy novel in England when Milman wrote. Dean 
Stanley described his work as ‘ the first decisive inroad 
of German theology into England; the first palpable 
iadkation that the Bible could be studied like another 
book; that the characters and events of sained histcay 
could be treated at once critically and reverently.’ But 
though Milman was very well ^uainted with- German 
tocology, he resented toe notion that he was its in- 
terpret or representative. He contended that in 
restricting the province of inspiration to the direct 
inedoation of religious truth he was following a sound 
Anglican tradition. He quoted the authority of I^y 
and Warbnrton, of Tillotson and Seeker. In such 
principles of interpretation he said he had found *a 
safegnand during a long and not unreflective life against 
toe diffionlties arising out of the philosophical and 
Mffagiwal researches of nis time.’ They had enabled him 
'to follow ont all the marvellous discoveries of seienoe, 
and all those toardly less marvellous, if lees certain, 
Mmclusions of hito>rioal, ethnoli^oal, linguistic criticism, 
in the serene oonfidence that thw are utterly irrdevaat 
to toe tmto of Christianity.’ ' u on such subjects,* be 
concluded, * some solid ground be not found <m which 
hi^y educated, reflective, reading, reasoning men omy 
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find finu footing. I ean f(»e«ee nothing bnt a wide, 
a widening-— 1 fear, an ineparable— IweMm between tibe 
thought and the religion of England. A contj^heneive, 
aU-emhracing, truly Catholic Christianity which knows 
whi^ is essential to religion, what is temporary and 
eztntoeous to it, may defy the world.' 

These words ace taken from the later prefaoe to which 
we have referred. In the same preface, and also in his 
* History of Christianity,' may he foond eoine interesting 
remarks on the German school of Biblical critieism, the 
greater portion of which has arismi since the original 
pnblicahon of the * History of the Jews.' Ih many of its 
ccmelnsons he had anticipated it, mid he was quite as 
smisible as the German writers of the hopelessness of 
seeking scientific cevelations in the Biblical narratiTe; 
of the worthlessness of most of the common sohemee 
for reconciling science and theology; of the untrust- 
wmrthy character of Jewish chronology and Jewish 
figures ; of the grave doubts that hang over the author* 
amp and the date of some of the books ; of the necemity 
of making full ^owance, when reading them, for humim 
fallibility and inaccuracy. At the same, time, his admira* 
tion for the German critics was by no means unqualified. 
While fully admitting their extraordinary learning, 
industry, and ingenuity, be complained that their too 
common infirmity was 'a passion for making histo^' 
without historical materials,' basing the most dt^^atic 
and poritive statements upon faint indications, or upon 
ingenious conjectures that could not Intimately go 
beyond a very low de^gree of probabilsty. 1%e assurance 
with which these writers unoertook by iqtemal evidence 
to decompose ancient docmments, assigning each pwa> 
graph to an independent sootoe; the demve wei|^ 
mey were accustomed to give td slight improbahdities 
or coincMences, and to imiail variations oi style and 
phiaaedogy; the confidence with which th<qr put for* 
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waxd solutions or eonjeotores which, however ingenious 
or j^ftusible, were based on no external evidence as 
if wey were proved facts, appeared to him profoundly 
unhistorical. 

It must have been somewhat irritating to one who 
clung so closely to University life, and who had been 
jnstlv regi^ed as one of the most brilliant of Oxford 
scholars, to find that his own University was prominent 
in the condemnation of the ‘ History of the Jews.’ Only 
two years before he had preached with general appro- 
bation the Hampton Lectures in defence of Christianity. 
His new work Was again and again condemned from the 
University pulpits, and among others by the Margaret 
Professor of JDivinity and by the Hulsean lecturer for 
1832. The clamour was naturally taken up in many 
other quarters, and especially by the religious new^pers. 
It was noticed that ’Milman’s History’ appeared in the 
window of Carlisle, the infidel bookseller. 

*I only wish,’ wrote Milman, when the fact was 
brought to his notice, ‘ all Carlisle’s customers would read 
it. A noble lord once wrote to the bishop of a certain 
diocese to complain that a baronet who lived in the same 
parish brought his mistress to church, which sorely 
shocked his regular family. The bishop gravely assured 

him that he was very glad to hear that Sir brought 

his naughty lady to church, aud hoped that she would 
profit by what she heard there and amend her ways. So 
say I of Carlisle’s customers.’ ' 

The opinions expressed in this, as in his later wcodcs, 
no doubt in scune degree obstructed the promotion of 
Milman in Ihe Church, but he had no reason to regret it. 
Of all men, he <mce said, he thought he owed nmst to 
Bishop Blomfield, for there was once a question of 
offisring him a bishopric,' and it was a remonstrance of 
the Buhop of London that prevented it. 'lam q/Vnsci,’ 
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ho wad, if it had b«en offarad me I abonid haYe 
accepted it. and 1 eboold then never have written my 
** La^ Chxietiflaiity.” * But. thongh he escaped the fate 
which has cat short the b^t work of more thm one 
distingoiahed htstocian, his oommicnona position among 
the sdiolara and writers in the Choroh was widely 
recognised, and he was soon transferred from a provincial 
town to a central position in the Metroj^is. In 
Sir Bobert Peel made him Rector of nt. Mannxet's, 
Westminster, and Prebend^ in the Abbey. Thongh 
continaing without intermission his historical work, he 
appears to have discharged with exemplary vigour the 
duties of a large and poor parish until 1849, when Lord 
John Bussell appoints him Dean of St. Patd’s. The 
position was exactly suited to him. It was one of much 
mgnity, hot also of much leisure, and it gave him ample 
opportunities of pursuing the studies which were the true 
work of his life. 

The great subject of the history of Christianity was, 
indeed, continually befiAe him. Among other things, he 
studied minutely both the text and the authorities of 
Gibbon, for whom he had a deep and grovring adnura* 
tk>n. An excellent edition of QibWn was one of the first 
results. Milman's notes have been ‘included in Smith’s 
later edition, and, though a large proportion of them 
w«e natundly somewhat oontroversiu, being devoted to 
refuting some of the conclusions of the nfteenth and 
sixteentii chapters, it is impossible to read them without 
recognising the candour as well as the learning and the 
acumen of the critic. Few things that Miunan has 
written are finer than the prefkoe in which, in ten or 
twelve mairtody pages, he sums up his estimate of his 
great predecessor. 

The tiiree volumes of the * History of Christiaaito,' 
dealing with its early history up to the f^od (d the 
abolitbn ot Paganinn in the Roman £ii)|>ire, appeased 
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in 1840, and they v.ero followed by the six large voloines 
of the 'History of Latin Christianity,’ canning the 
history of the \Ve8tem Church to the end of the Pon- 
tificate of Nicholas V. in 1455. This great work was 
published in two instalments — ^the first three volumes in 
1854, and the reinaining three in the following year — and 
it gave its author indisputably the first place among the 
ecclesiastical historians of England and a high place 
among the historians of the nineteenth century. He 
possessed, indeed, in an eminent degree some of the 
qualities that ate most rare, and at the same time most 
valuable, in ecclesiastical history. A large proportion 
of the most learned ecclesiastical historians have been 
men who have devoted their whole lives to this single 
department of knowledge, who deriv d from it all their 
measures of probability and canons of criticism, and who, 
treating it as an isolated and munly supernatural thing, 
have taken very little account of the intellectual and 
political secular influences that have largely shaped its 
course. Most of them also have been men who under- 
took their task with convictions and habits of thought 
that were absolutely incompatible with real independence 
and impartiality of judgment in estimating either the 
events or the characters they described. Milman was 
wholly free from these defects. His wide knowledge, his 
cool, critical, admirably trained judgment, were never 
better shown than in the many pages in which he has 
pointed out the analogies or resemblances between Jewish 
and other Oriental beliefs ; the manner in which national 
characteristics or secular intellectual tendencies affected 
theological types ; the countless modifications in belief or 
practice which *grew up, as the Church accommodated 
itself to the conditions of successive ages and entered into 
alliance or conflict with different political systems ; &e 
many indirect, subtle, far-reaching ways in which the 
world and the Church interacted upon each other in all 

B 
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the gceat departmente of speculation, art, industry, social 
and political life. A certain aloofness and coldness of 
judgment in dealing with sacred subjects was the re* 
proach which was most frequently brought against him. 
As he himself said, he wrote rather as an historian than 
a religions instructor, and he dealt with his subject chiefly 
in its temporal, social, and political aspects. Justice and 
impartiality of judgment to friend and foe he deemed one 
of the first moral duties of an historian, and Dean Church 
was not wrong in ascribing to him a quite ‘unnsuol 
combination of the strongest feeling about right and 
wrong with the largest equity.’ ‘ What a delightful book, 
so tolerant of the int<>l<-rant ! ' was his characteristic 
eulogy of the work of an<»ther writer, and it truly reflects 
the turu of his own niind. Provost Hawtrey, who was 
no mean judge of men, said, after an intimacy of nearly 
fifty years, that he had never known a man who possessed 
in a greater degrt?e than Milman the virtue of Christian 
charity in its highest and rarest form. It was a gift 
which stood him in good stead in dealing with the very 
blended characters, the tangled politics, the often mis* 
guided enthusiasms of cccl(^sia8tical hi.slory. While he 
was constitutionally extremely averse to the moral 
casuistry which confuses the boundaries of right and 
wrong, he had too sound a grasp of the evolution of 
history to fall into the common error of judging the acte 
of one {^e by the moral standards of another. His 
history was eminently a history of large lines and broad 
tendencies. The growth, influence, and decline of the 
Papacy — the distinctive characteristics of Latin and 
Teutonic Christianity; the cfiect of Christianity on 
jnrispmdence ; the monastic system in iU varions phases; 
the rise and conquests of Mohammedanism; the sever* 
ance of Greek from Latin Christianity; Charlemagne, 
HildeWnd, the Crusades, the Templars, the Great 
Councils; the decay of Latin and the rise of modem 
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languages; the influence of the Church on iiterstnre, 
painting, sculpture, and architecture— are but a few of 
the great subjects he has treated, always with knowledge 
and intelligence, often with conspicuous brilliancy. 

In so vtMt a field there were, no doubt, many subjects 
which have been treated with a greater fulness and com- 
pleteness by other writers. There are some in which 
subsequent research has gone far to supersede what 
Milman has written, and inaccuracies of detail not un- 
frequently crept into his work ; but in the truthfulness 
of Its broad lines, in the sagacity of its estimates both 
of men and Events, it holds a high place among the 
histories of the world. Very few historians have com- 
bined in a larger measure the three great requisites of 
knowledge, soundness of judgment, and inexorable love of 
truth. The growth and modifications of doctrines and 
the minutiffi of religious controversies were, however, 
subjects in which he took little interest, and though they 
could not be excluded from an ecclesiastical history, they 
are dealt with only in a slight and cursory manner. 
Those who desire to study in detail this side of eccle- 
siastical history will find other histories much more 
useful. It has been said that his work is imperfect as a 
book of reference, for while the great events and person- 
ages are discussed with a fulness that leaves little to be 
desired, many of the more insignificant transactions or 
more obscure periods are passed over or barely noticed. 
Critics of different religious schools have also complained 
that his mind was essentially secular ; that he had a low 
sense of the certainty and the importance of dogma ; that 
there were some classes of ecclesiastical writers who have 
been deeply reveled in the Church with whom he had no 
reid sympathy ; that the spirit of criticism was stronger 
in his hook than the spirit of reverence ; that he did not 
do full justice to the spiritual and inner side of the 
religion he described. He looked upon it, they said, too 
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externally. He valued it as a moral revolution, the intro* 
dnction of new principles of virtue and new rules for 
individual and social happiness. Much of this oritioism 
would probably have b^ accepted with but little 
qualification by Milman himself. He would have said 
that what these writers complained of was in the main 
insep^ble from an historicM as distinguished from a 
devotional tr^tment of his subject. He would have 
added that no form of human history reveals so clearly as 
ecclesiastical history the fallibility, the credulity, the 
intolerance of the human mind, or requires more im* 
peratively the constant exercise of indepenfient jud^pient 
and of fearless and unsparing criticism, and that, if the 
history of the Church is ever to be written with profit, it 
must be written in such a spirit. Of his ovm deeper 
convictions he seldom spoke ; but in the concluding page 
of his * Latin Christianity ’ there is a passage of profound 
interest. Leaving it, as he says, to the future historian 
of religion to say what part of the ancient dogmatic 
system may be allowed to fall silently into disuse, and 
what transformations the interpretation of the Sacred 
Writings may still undergo, he addq these significant 
words ; 

‘As it is my own confident belief that the words of 
Christ, and his words alone (the primal indefeasible truths 
of Christianity), shall not pass away, so I cannot pr^nme 
to say that men may not attain to a clearer, at the same 
time more full, comprehensive, and balanced sense of 
those words, than has as yet been genially received in 
the Christian world. As all else is transient and mutable, 
these, only eternal and universal, assure^y whatever light 
may be thrown on the mental constitution of man, even on 
the constitution of nature and the laws which govern the 
world, will be concentered so as to give a more penetrating 
viaon of those undying truths. . . . Christiaiuty may 
yet have to exercise a hx wider, even if more silent and 
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ontraceable influence, through its primary, alUperrading 
principles, on the civilisation of mankind.’ 

Macaulay, shaking of the * History of Latin Chris> 
tianity ’ in his Journal, says, * I was more impressed than 
ever by the contrast between the substance and the style : 
the substance is excellent ; the style very much other- 
wise.’ Looking at it from a purely literary point of view 
it had undoubtedly great merits. Milman had an ad- 
mirable sense of proportion — a rare quality in history. 
He was invariably lucid, and it is easy to cull from his 
history many characters excellently drawn, many pages of 
vivid narrative, or terse and weighty criticism. Still, on 
the whole his historic style is on a lower level than that 
of Macaulay, Buckle, and Froude, though it will compare, 
1 think, not unfavourably with that of Hallam and Grote. 
The .points of controversy are usually relegated to his 
notes, which contain a great mass of curious learning and 
excellent criticism. The reader who turns to them from 
works of the Gennan .school will be struck by his strong 
English common-sense and grasp of facts, and his dislike 
of subtle fiir-fctched ingenuities of explanation. He has 
the crowning inept of being always readable, and his 
strong sane moral sense never left him. He was probably 
at his best in the later voliuues, when he could treat his 
subject like secular history and was free from the em- 
barrassing theological difliculties of the earlier portion, 
and he is especially admirable in those chapters which 

g 've scope to his wide literary and artistic sympathies. 

6 was an excellent Italian scholar and keenly sensible 
of the beauties of Italian literature, and his love of the 
ancient classics never left him. There was something at 
once characteristic and amusing in the delight which he 
again and again expressed, after the termination of his 
History, at being able to return to them after spending 
so many years in reading bad Latin and Greek. In 
taste and character he was indeed pre-eminently a man 
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ol kttexs, and as such he ranks in the first line among 
his contemporaries. 

The outbnrst of indignation that in some quarters had 
greeted the first appearance of the * History of the Jews ’ 
was not repeated when that work was republished tn 
an enlarged form. Nor docs it appear to have arisen on 
the appearance of the two later histories. Newman 
reviewi^ the ‘History of Early Christianity* at great 
length, speaking with much personal respect of the writer, 
though he was naturally extremely liostilu to its spirit. 
The difference between the High Church sentiment and 
the mind of Milman was indeed organic. Miliuan’s own 
type of thought was formed bcfoi*o the Tractarian move- 
ment had begun ; the saccnlotal spirit was thoroughly 
alien to him, and his profound study of ecclesiastical 
history had certainly not Umdud to attract him to it. 
He fully recognised both the abilities and the piety of 
Newman, and lie described his secession os perhaps the 
greatest loss the Church of England had experienced 
since the Keforrnation ; but he disliked his opinions, he 
profoundly distrusted the whole character of his mind and 
reasonings, and he early foresaw that bo could never find 
a permanent resting-place in the English Church. In the 
posthumous volume of Essays there will be found a full 
and most searching examination of Newman’s ‘ Essay on 
Development,’ in which these points of difference are 
clearly shown. For Keble, Milman entertained warmer 
feelings. They were contemporaries, and at one time 
most intimate friends. In the field of sacre<l poetry they 
had been fellow-labourers. Keble had succeeded Mihnan 
as professor of poetry, and Milman had,, been one of the 
few persons who had read the * Christian Year * in manu- 
script. When, after Keble’s death, a ^committee was 
appointed to erect a memorial to his memory, Miln^ 
yna much hurt at finding that it was determined to give 
it a distinctly Tractarian character, and that his own 
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name was deliberately excluded. In Milman’s last yean 
the Oxford movement had begun to assume its ritualistio 
form, and questions of vestments and ceremonies and 
candles came to the forefront. With all this Milnum 
had no sympathy. ‘ After the drams/ he said of it, ‘ the 
melodrama 1 ' 

It ‘Was a remarkable coincidence that for some years 
the two deaneries of Loudon were both held by brilliant 
men of letters and by men with the strongest theological 
sympathy. A feeling of warm personal affection united 
Milman and Stanley, and there was something peculiarly 
touching in the uhnost filial attitiuic which Stanley 
assumed towards his older colleague. In one point, how- 
ever, they differed greatly. Stanley was a keen fighter. 
He threw' himself into the forefront of ecclesiastical con- 
troversies, and was never seen to greater advantage than 
when leading a siuall minority, defying inveterate pre- 
judice, defending an unpopular cause. Milman could 
seldom be tempted to follow his example. He pleaded 
old age and declining strength, but. in truth, though he 
never flinched from the avowal of his own opinions, he 
had a deep and increasing distaste for religious con- 
troversies and Church politics. He was rarely seen in 
Convocation, and he always regarded its revival as a 
misfortune. He proposed, however, in it a petition for 
the discontinuance of the use of the State services com- 
memorating the martyrdom of Charles I., the restoration 
of Charles II., the discovery of the gunpowder plot, and 
the Itevolution of 1068; and Parliament soon after 
adopted his view. He also sat on the Koyal Commission 
in 1804 for considering the subject of clerical subscription. 
He took on thil occasion a characteristic line, advocating 
a complete abolition of the subscription of ^e Articles, 
and desiring &at the sole test of membership of the 
Church should be the acceptance of the Liturgy and the 
Creeds. In 1865 he received an invitation, which greatly 
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gratified him, to preach before the UnivemiW of Oxford 
the animal sermon on Hebrew prophecy, sermon 
was delivered in the pnlpit of St. Mary’s, where many 
years before he had b^ so vehemently condemned for 
views on the same subject, no one of which, as he truly 
said, he had either recanted or modified. His sermon was 
afterwards printed, and w'ould form a worthy chapter of 
his ‘History of the Jews.’ In the C'olenso coUtroven^ 
he had no 'great symjj^thy with either side. Many of 
Bishop Colenso’s arguments appeared to him crude or 
exaggerated, and he dissented from many of his con* 
elusions, but he considered that ho had been treated 
with gross injustice and intolerance, and he accordingly 
subsenbed to his defonco fund. For the rest, he confined 
his ecclesiastical life as much as iK>ssible to his own 
cathedral, where he presided over the State funeral of the 
Duke of Wellington, and where he introduced the custom 
of throwing open the nave to evening services. His last 
and unfinished work was his ‘ Annah of St. Paul's,’ inves* 
tigatiug its history' and portraying with his old loaniing 
and with much of his old felicity the lives of his prede- 
cessors. . 

It was however in secular literary society that he was 
most fitted to shine, and there be passed many of his 
happiest houm. The usual honours of a distinguished 
man of letters clustered thickly around him. He was a 
trustee of the British Museum; an honorary member 
of the Koyal Academy: a correspondent of the French 
Institute. He was ^so a member of ‘ The Club '—the 
small dinihg-club which was foundcnl in 1704 by Sir 
Joshua Keynolds and Dr. Johnson, and which since then 
has ihclud^ in its fortnightly dinners thd gr^t majority 
of those Englishmen who in many walks of life have 
been most distinguished by their genius ol there acoom- 
plisbmeuts. He was elected to it in 1836, three years 
before Macaulay, and ho became one of its most eon* 
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sto&t attendants. In 1841 'The Club* made him its 
treasorer, and he held that position for twenty-three 
years, and presided over the centenary dinner in 1864. 
He was aim an original member of the Philobiblion 
Society, which has brought together many curious mid 
hitherto unknown documents, and he wrote for it a short 
paMr on Michael Scott the Wizard, who, as he diowed, 
had been once offered the Archbishopric of Cashel. Eb 
was never a keen politician, but he was intimate with a 
long succession of leading statesmen, and he contributed 
to Sir Comewall Lewis’s 'Administrations of Great 
Britain ’ a full and valuable* letter on the relations of 
Pitt and Addington, which was largely based on his own 
recollections of the latter statesman. 

London society in the middle of the nineteenth 
century was much smaller and less mixed than at present, 
and there was then a distinctively literary or at least in- 
tellectual society which can now hardly be said to exist. 
The most eminent men of letters came more frequently 
together. Criticism was in fewer and perhaps stronger 
hands, and was to a larger extent representative of tire 
opinions expressed in such social gatherings. In this 
kind of society Milman was long a foremost £gnre. fie 
had all the gifts that fit men for it — not only brilliancy, 
knowledge, and versatility, but also unfailing tact, a rare 
charm of courtesy, a singularly wide tolerance. He was 
quick and generous in recognising rising talent, and he 
bad that sympathetic touch which seldom failed to elicit 
what was best in those with whom he came in contact. 
Few men possessed more eminently the genius of firiend- 
ship— the power of attaching others — the power of 
attaching himsllf to others. In the long list of his in- 
timate friends Macaulay, Sir Charles Lyell, and Sir 
George Comeltall Lewis were conspicuous. Like most 
men of this type, he found the multiplying gaps around 
him the clnef trial of old age. Not long before he 



360 HISTORICAL AND POLITICAL ESSAYS 

died there iros an exhibition of contemporary portraits, 
bat though Milman went to it he could not go through 
it. ' When I found myself/ he said, * surrounded by the 
likenesses — often the miserable likenesses— of so many 
1 had known and loved, it was more than I could bear.' 

An admirable portrait by Watts which is now in the 
National Portrait Gallery will recall to those who knew 
him his appearance in old age — his strong masculine 
features beaming with intelligence, his grand shaggy 
brows, his bright and penetrating eyes. An illness 
affecting the spine had bowed him nearly double, and 
there are still those who will remember how bis bent 
figure seemed projected, almost like a bird in its fiight, 
across the dinner-table, while his eager brilliant talk 
delighted and fascinated bis hearers. In his last years 
increasing deafness obliged him to narrow the circle of 
his social life, but he retained to the end all the vividness 
of his mind and sympathies, and when at length death 
came in his seventy-eighth year, it found him in the midst 
of unfinished work. His life was not of a kind to win 
wide popularity and to give him a conspicuous place 
among the great masses of his nation, but few English 
clergymen of his generation made so deep an impression 
on those who came in contact with them or have left 
works of such enduring value behind them. 



QUEEN VICTOBIA AS A MOIiAL FOKCE 

At a time when the unprecedented increase of gigantic 
and rapidly acquired fortunes has deeply infected both 
English and American society with the characteristic 
vices of a Plutocracy, the profound feeling of sorrow and 
admiration elicited by the death of Queen Victoria is an 
encouraging sign. It shows that the vulgar ideals, the 
false moral measurements, the feverish social ambitions, 
the love of the ostentatious and the factitious, and the 
disdain for simple habits, pleasures, and characters so 
apparent in certain conspicuous sections of society, have 
not yet blunted the moral sense or perverted the moral 
perceptions of the great masses on either side of the 
Atlantic. To this type, indeed, we could scarcely find a 
more complete antithesis than in the life and character 
of the great Queen who has passed away. Nothing 
more deeply impressed all who came in contact with her 
than the essential simplicity and genuineness of her 
nature. 

She was a great ruler, but she was also to the 
last a true, kindly, simple-minded woman, retaining 
with undiminished intensity all the warmth of a most 
affectionate nature, all the soundness of a most excel- 
lent judgment. Brought up from childhood in the 
artificial atmo^here oF a Court, called while still a girl 
to the isolation of a throne ; deprived, when her reign had 
yet forty years^to run, of the support and coimsel of her 
husband, she might well have been pardoned if she often 
found herself out of touch with large sections of her 
people, and had viewed life through a false medium or 
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Afl|^ nzaggovtod vtbrn he leid (hnl » he wiudied to 
tseertadn the feeliim end ^inione of the Bn^rii pecfie^ 
end eepeoially of the En^luh middle olawee, he knew no 
troer or more eaU{hte]i]^ judgment then thto of toe 
Quemi. She thou^t with them and she fedt with 
toon ; toe shared their ambitions ; she knew by a kind 
of intuitive instinct the course of thdr judgments; 
toe sympathised deeply with their trials and theix 
sorrows. 

She TOuld hardly be called a brilliant woman. It is 
difficult indeed to judge the full social capacities of any- 
one^ who lives under the constant restraints of a royal 

S isition, but I do nut think that in any sphere of life the 
ueen would have been regarded as a woman of striking 
wit, or originality, or even commanding power. The 
qualities that made her so snccessful in her high calling 
were of another kind : supreme good sense ; a tact in 
dealing with men and circumstances so unfailing that it 
almost amounted to genius; an indefatigable industry 
which never flagged from early youth till extreme old 
age; a sense of duty so steady and so strong that it 
governed adl her actions and pleasures, sAd saved her not 
only from the grosser and more common temptations of 
an exalted position, but also in a most unusual degree 
from the subtle and often half-concealed deflecting in- 
fluences that spring from ambition or resentment, from 
personal predilections and personal dislikes. It was these 
qualities, combined with her unrivalled experience of 
afliuxs, and strengthened by long and constant intercourse 
with the foremost English statesm^of two generations, 
thto made her what she undoubtedly ^as — a perfect 
model of a constitutional Sovereign. 

The position of a Sovereign dnder a’ parliamentary 
Mvemmtot like ours is a singular and difficult' mie. 
There was a school of pcfliticians who were much more 
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TgKtiwSami in the Um^ ganemtuan than in the yra w n t 0ot^ 
trho zegazfled the Sovereign, in political life leaat^ M‘ 
little more than a fign]»>hiead or a d^ier, abaohred feom 
all reaponaibility, oat also divested of all power, and 
fnlfilling Innctions in the Constitotion which are iittfe 
more than mechanical. This view of the onimportanoe 
of the Monarchy will now be held by few re^y 
intelligeiit men. Those take but a false and narrow view 
of human affairs who fail to realise the part which 
sentiment and enthusiasm play in the government of 
men ; and no ene who knows England will question that 
the throne iS the centre of a great strength of personal 
attachment which is wholly different from any attach- 
ment to a party or a parliament. 

In India and the Colonies this is still mote the case. 
It is not the British Parliament or the British Cabinet 
that there forms the centre of unity or excites genuine 
attachment. The Crown is the main link bindmg the 
different States to one another, and the pervading senti- 
ment of a common loyalty unites them in one great and 
living whole. In foreign politics it cannot be a matter 
of indifference that a Sovereign is closely related to nearly 
all the greatest* rulers in the world, imd in frequent, 
intimate, unconstrained correspondence with them. This 
is a kind of influence which no Minister, however 
powerful, can exercise, and it was possessed by Queen 
Victoria probably to a greater degree than by any 
Sovereign on record, for there has scarcely ever been 
one who included among her relations so many of the 
^vereigns of the world. Future historians will no doubt 
have ample means of judging how frequently and how 
judiciously it ifeu employed in assu^ng differences and 
promoting European peace. All me great ofikies in 
Church and State, all the great distributions of honours 
w«e submitted to her ; and though in a large number 
of eases this patronage is purely Ministetid or professional, 
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there are mtmy cases in which the Sovereign had a real 
voice, and a strong objection on her part was usually 
attended to. In Church patronage and in the distribution 
of honours she is known to have taken a great interest, 
and to have exercised a considerable influence. 

The one subject on which the Queen was not always 
in harmony with her people was that of foreign politics. 
She and the Prince Consort took a keen interest' in them, 
and during his lifetime she followed ver^ implicitly his 
guidance. The strong German sympathies she imbued 
&om her own marriage were much intensified by the 
marriages of her children, and especially by that of her 
eldest daughter to the heir of the Prussian throne. The 
influence also of Stockmor, who was the closest adviser 
of her early married life, was not wholly for good, and 
the theory which the Prin^ held that the direction of 
foreign affairs is in a peculiar degree under the care of 
the Sovereign, and that the Prince, her husband, should 
be regarded as 'her permanent Minister,’ created during 
many years much friction. In a constitutional country, 
where the responsibility of affairs rests wholly on the 
Minister, who is doubly responsible to the Cabinet and 
to the Parliament, such a theory can only be main- 
tained with great qualificationa 

On the other hand, the government of the country 
was carried on in the name of the Queen. Foreign 
despatches were addressed to her and could only oe 
answered with her sanction. The right of the English 
Sovereigns to be present at the Cabinet Councils of meir 
Ministers Was abdicated when George 1. came to the 
tbrone, but every important departure in policy was 
submitted to the Queen and required her assent. The 
testimony of Ministers of all shades of policy supports 
the belief that this was no idle fonh. The Queen, though 
always open to argument and tolerant of contndiction, 
had her own dedded opinions; she exercised her un- 
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doubted right of expressing and defending them, mid even 
apart from her royal position, her great experience and 
her singular clearness and rectitude of judgment made 
her opinion well worth listening to. 

The claim put forward by the Queen in her famous 
memorandum of August 1850, can, I think, hardly be 
pronounced excessive. She demanded only that before 
a line of- policy was adopted and brought before her she 
should be distinctly informed of the facts of the case and 
of the motives that inspired it ; that when she had given 
her sanction tp a measure it should not be arbitrarily 
altered or modified by the Minister; that she most be 
kept acquainted with all important communications 
between foreign Ministers and her own Foreign Secretary, 
and that the drafts of foreign despatches must be sent 
to her for her approval in sufficient time for her to make 
herself acquainted with them. She complained that 
Lord Palmerston was accustomed to send despatches to 
the Continent without submitting them, in their last 
revise, to the Sovereign ; that in one case he retained with- 
out her knowledge a passage which the Prince Consort 
had deleted; that he paid little or no attention to the 
numerous memoranda which were drawn up by the 
Prince for his instruction ; that he of his own will and 
without any consultation committed his Grovemment, 
in a conversation with the French Ambassador, to an 
approlMition of the coup d'itat of Napoleon III. If the 
general line of his policy had been in accordance with the 
royal wishes, indiscretions of detail could probably have 
bem overlooked, but the Queen and Prince were both 
undoubtedly on many occasions — and especially in 1848 
and 1849 — strdngly opposed to the policy of Lord 
Palmerston. In the interests of peace they objected to 
the remarkably provocative character of his despatches, 
whi(di excited a d^ree of animosity and resentment 
among the Governments of the Continmit that has rarely 
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into gmve dongiur of a vnk arHh BrnnOfri-^uni 
wloeh anxued a vary widesmoad indignaticm anwing 
^^i^esnttta of bis own party at borne. 

Tbe widely different tone whieb was ad(^ted by Xiord 
Clarendon and Lord Granville, tbe op^ breach bkween 
Palmerston and Lord John Bussell (m account of the 
way in 'irbicb the former conducted bis foreign policy 
without consultation with the Cabinet, and the imnstu 
of Lord Grey, in a most critical moment, to take office 
in a Government in which Lord Palmerston hdd tbe 
seals of the Foreign Office, show how fully In this respect 
the sentiments of the Queen accorded with those of many 
of Lord Pabnerstoh’s own colleagues. But in addition 
to mere questions of manner and procedure, there was 
much in the substance of the policy of Palmerston to 
which the Queen objected. Her di^e to the Bevolu* 
tionary element on tbe Continent, which Lord Palmerston 
either encouraged or viewed with indifference, her sym- 
pathy with the old governments and dynasties, that were 
so gravely shaken m the year of the Bevolution, were 
very marked. In the disputes between Germany and 
Debark on the Schleswig-Holstein question her sym-* 
patbies, unlike those of her people, were decidedly with 
Gormany, and although she was fully sensible of the mis- 
govemment of some of the Italian States, she was not 
mvourable to that cause of Italian unity which Lord 
John Bussell and Lord Palmerston so strenuously uphdd. 
Her nature, which was very frank, made it impoMible for 
her, even if she desired it, to conceal her 0|^ons, and 
she devoted much time and pains to ma^g herself 
acquainted with the details of every question as it arose. 
She n^e it a rule to sign no pap« that she had not read. 
1^ did not hesitate fayy to apprise her Ministers of her 
views when they differ from their ovm, «id she en- 
forced her views by argument and remonstrance. She 
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being Iwnight bdb«e the Cabinet to eoneideration. Xn 
the tomatiOD of a new Ministiy she mom tun onoe 
exetdsed bet power of deciding to whom ilie snooeanon of 
the first plaoes shonld be offsM. After an adTOtee vote 
of the House of Commons, she considered hendf folly 
antbonded to decide whether she would aoc^t thexesigna* 
tion of a Minister or submit the issue to the test of a 
dissolution, and there were occasions on which she 
remonstrate* with her Ministers on their too ready 
determinatidn to resign. 

At the same time it is certain thi^ the Queen fulfilled 
with pofection that most difficult du^ of an aide 
stitutional Sovereign — thedn^ of yielding her convictions 
to those of her responsible Ministers and acting faithfully 
with Ministors she distrusted. To a Sovereign with dear 
views and a mote than common force of character thu 
must often have been very painful, and to have fulfilled it 
faithfully and with no loen of dignity is no small merit. 
It is the universal testimony of all who served her, that 
no ^vereign ever supported her successive Ministers with 
' a more perfect loyalty or held the scales between contend* 
ing parties with a more complete impartiality. No one 
understood better to what point a constitutional Sovereign 
may press her opinions and at what point she is bound to 
give way ; and wnile maintaining her rightful autiumty she 
never in any degree transgressed its bounds. In the ym 
beginning of her reign she showed this quali^ in a hi^^ 
degree. Shelooked upto Lord Melbourne wimanalm^ 
fllml i^fection^and there were peculiar reasons why his 
great oppcment. Six Bobert Fed, should have been dis* 
tasteful to her. The dispute about the removal of her 
Laffies of the Bedchambw, andr still more the conduct of 
Sir Bobnt Peel in sujmorting the reductimi of the income 
which the ‘Whigs had proposed for Prince Albert, must 

8 
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bave touched her feelmgs on the most sensitive pdnts, 
and the stiff, formal, somewhat awkward manner (» Ped 
semned very little fitted to ingratiate him with a yonng 
Sovereign. Yet when the change of Ministry anived. 
Peel found no trace of resentment in the Queen. She 

g ive him her complete confidence, and she fully estimated 
8 grwt qualities. Of all the Ministers who served her 
there is indeed none of whom she has written in wacmoc 
terms. When Lord Palmerston became Pnme Minister 
in 1855 it was contrary to her earnest desire, but when 
the change was made Palmerston himself laolmowledged 
that he liad * no reason to complain of the least wantof 
cordiality or confidence on the put of the Court.’ At the 
time when she was most opposed to her Ministers, she 
folly acquiesced in the principle that she must submit all 
letters on public affairs to them and frame her replies 
upon their advice. There were constant attunpts on the 
of foreign Sovereigns who were connected with her to 
carry on affiurs by correspondence with her without the 
knowledge and sanction of her Ministers, but the Queen 
steadily resisted them. Anything, inde^, that in any 
way savoured of intrigue was in the, highest degree 
repugnant to her nature. 

She acted in the same way in internal afiEairs. Few 
measures tiiat were carried in her time were more re- 
pugnant to her than Gladstone’s disestablishment of the 
Insh Oiurch. It abolished an institution of which she 
was herself the head and which a special clause in the 
Coronation Oath required her to uphold, and she foretold, 
not without good reason, that it would not paoify Itelrad 
but would M an encouragement to fui^ner agitation. 
The question, however, had been submitted at a general 
election to the decision of tiie country, and afttt that 
decision had been uneqaivooally given in favour of the 
polity of Gladstone, she frankly accepted it vnth the assent 
of tiie Prime Minister. Whmi a great danger of a oonflict 
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between the two Houses of Parliament had arisen, she 
devoted herself actively in preventing it. She empiojed 
for that service the instrumentality of Archbishop Tait — 
a great statesman'prelate, whose promotion to the see 
of Canterbury wm due to her own personal initiative, 
contrary to the wish of Lord Beaconsneld, but most fully 
justified l>y the result — and it was largely due to the inter- 
vention of the Queen that the Church Bill was not thrown 
out in the House of Lords. She acted in a somewhat 
similar way ^th ref^nce to the Franchise Bill of 18BB4, 
though on thjd occasion she does not seem to have diriilmd 
the measure, which she urged the House of Lords to 
accept. 

On three very memorable occasions the intervention 
of the Queen had probably a great effect on English 
politics. It is well Known that at the time when the 
issue of peace or war with the United States was 
trembling m the balance on account of the seizure of the 
Southern envoys on the * Trent,’ the Queen, acting in 
accordance with the Prince Consort, by softening and 
revising the language of an English despatch to AmdHca, 
did very much to prevent the dispute from leading to a 
great war ; that in the proclamation which was issued to 
the Indian people after the Sepoy Mutiny, she insisted on 
the excision of some most unfortunate words that seemed 
to m«iace the native creeds, and on the insertion of an 
emphatic promise that they should in no wise be inter- 
fere writh, and thus probably prevented a new outburst 
of most dangerous fanaticism: that at the time of the 
Schleswig-Holstein dispute she contributed powerfully 
and actively t(^ give a turn to the nc^tiarions that 
averted a war with Prussia and Austria, which, as is 
now almost universally recognised, could only have led to 
a great catastrophe. 

'Whatever opinions may be formed of the merits of 
tire diqrate between Denmark and the German powers 
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have led to a nulita^ diaiHder hardly ua^ tint of 
the war of Sedan. H eonimcy to all the 

combined ttaoea of Fiance uid England had jMoved 
stronger than those of Anstik and Germany, the remit 
could ham hardly biled to be that Ftanf^ would imm 
been establkhed on the left bank of tiie Bbine, and t^ 
the taeaiy of Vienna, which it was one of the great 
olqects of English policy to maintmn, wonid ham been 
kum into shreds. 

The dangers, however, of conflict arising from tiiae 
extreme irritabihty English pnblio opinion againatGer> 
many on the Danish question, were voy great, and there 
can be little donbt that tihe personal influence of the Queen 
with the German Sovraeign was an appreciable influence, 
and*it was her desire that a paragraph in the Queen’s 
Speech opening Parliament in Februaxy .1864 was erased, 
words which contained at least a vmed or attributed 
threat to Germany were omitted, and instead of them an 
inoffusive paragraph was inserted expressing ^ Queen’s 
ardent desire for pe^ and recording the earnest efforts 
she had made to maintain it.' At the same time when, 
by the Convention of Gastein in August 1866, the Duchies 
were sevmed bom the Danisb throne and placed in t^ 
virtual possession of Prussia and Austria, me protest of 
Lord Bussell agunst so flagrant a vioktion publio 
right, and especially of the right of the people to be con- 
Biuted on thdr own destiny, waf drawn up with her Ml 
assent and indeed in a great measure at her suggsstkm.* 

• QiumVletana,bjrUaanLa$,jf.$49. . 

• OlUTtor, UMrit, vIlI^SW. 



<)Mi ?iMi)^> 44 A mmAA Mpai 

viivipwr pTcmtiKHif luy growOfigiintw wwb giflgg(jyiiwqi 
•gA moMm «M» fiiii«0d to whkli dM 
TIm mnMndir idtoc Malnbft WM ia Imt <^id<m ft ]p(^^ 
ttMMM ftbmdnnmant of tho Bns^^ flog, and it waa nritti 
atwne xaliiotanoe that she acqmeaoed in ii Stitt num 
vdwmant wera her feelinga about the long abandonmoit 
of Qmecal Gordon in the Soudan. She nad been inde- 
fatigaUe in urging on the Ministry of Gladstone the duty 
of speedy measures for his rescue, and when, owing to the 
long delay of the Ministry, the most heroic of modem 
Englishmen perished at Khurtoom, her indignation knew 
no bounds.' In a letter to his sistors, burning with 
mingled pity and indignation, she pronounced his * cruel 
though heroic fate ’ to be ‘ a stain left upon England,* 
which she keenly felt. This was one of the few occasions 
in which she allowed her sentiments in hostility to the 
policy of her Ministers to appear publicly before the 
worid. In general, she had a profound distrust of the 
policy and judgment of Mr. Gladstone, and she fully 
sharm the dread with which the great body of English 
statesmen looked upon the Home Bole policy. It was 
no new sentiment on her part, for she had lived through 
the Bepeal agitation of O’Connell, and as far back as 
1848 Sir Bol^ Peel bad somewhat unconstitutionally 
declared in Parliament that he was authorised by the 
Queen to state t^t she, like her predecessor, was resolved 
to m aintain Uie Union inviolate oy all the means in her 
powor. 

There can now be no harm in saying — what when 
both parties were alive was naturally kept in the back- 
gronnd>— that the relations of the Queen with Mr. Glad- 
stone were nsmdly of a very pi^fnl character. She had 
pmsonally not much to complain of. The skill and firm- 
neM with ud^^h Mr. Gladstone resisted the attempts to 
itimini A the parliamentary snbudies for her family were 
fully and grat^ully recognised by the Queen, but the 
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main eoaxse of his polities, -both foreign and domestic, 
filled her with alarm, and die'neyer tqppears to have 
eaperienced the attraotion which his great personal gifts 
raerdsed over most of those with whom he came in 
immediate contact. The extreme copiousness of his 
vocabnlary, the extreme sabtlety of his mind and 
reasoning, and the imperioosness of tempmr with which 
he seldom failed to meet opposition, were dl rc^nmant* 
to her. To those who have experient^d the sustained mn- 
phasis of langoage with which Mr. Gladstone wan acens* 
tomed in conversation to enforce his views, there is much 
tmth as well as httmonr in the saying which wbs attributed 
to the Queen, ' I wish Mr. Gladstone would not dtrays 
speak to me as if I was a public meeting ’ ; and a little 
episode which is related by 8ir Theodore Martin illustrates 
tne irritation which Mr. Gladstone's methods of business 
must have caused to a very busy and overworked lady 
who always loved few words and simple and direct 
arguments.* At all times the Queen had decided political 
opmions, and the experience of a long reign bad given 
her a large measure of not unjustifiable self-confidence. 
Few pmsons had studied u she had during all thorn years 
the various political questions that arose, dnd she had had 
the advantage of discussing them at length with a long 
succession of the leading statesmen of England. Under 
such circumstances her opinions had no small weight, 
and although in the Liberal Government she gave her 
foil confidence to Lord Clarendon and Lord Granville, 
die looked with the gravest apprehension on the policy of 
Mr. Gladstone. 

It was a painful and irksome position, but it did not 
lead the Queen to any unconstitutionaf course. No 

* lEHr Tlwodon Martin wm atkad to tiia ^naaa to dr* bar a jrdoi* of a 
my long and nnintolligiUa lattar ^ Mr. Oladatona pnrpoitisg to ailala 
tbalrisb Chnreb DtaaatabHabnant BUI (^lam VieUiriaat I imm Bit, bjr 
Sir Thaodora Maftin).-Ee. 
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public Mt or word w&c dkcloBcd her feelings. It was 
indeed in most cases T«cy slowly, and in small drdes 
and through private channels, that the convictions of the 
Queen became known. 

At the dose of the second Ministry of Mr. Gladstone 
she at once offered him an earldom, which he refused, 
and on his death she fully acquiesced in the public funeral 
in Westminster Abbey, and the Prince of Wales attended 
it as her representative. In an autograph letter to Mrs. 
Gladstone sue spoke with the deep and genuine warmth 
i^t was nqver wanting in her letters of condolence 
of hor sympathy with the bereavement of that lady. 
She spoke of his illustrious gifts and of his personal 
tindness to herself, but it was noticed that no sentence 
in the letter intimated any approbation of his general 
policy. 'Truth in the inmost parts’ was indeed a 
prominent characteristic of the Queen, and she wrote 
nothing which was not in accordance with her true 
convictions. 

There were occasions when she took independent 
steps, and some of these had a considerable influence on 
politics. Louis Napoleon was one of the few great 
ckiveieigns who were not related to her, and to few 
persons could the coup d’itat which brought him to the 
throne have been more repugnant, but the cordial 
personal relations she establiimed with him undoubtedly 
contributed considerably to the good relations which 
for many years subsisted between Ei^land and France. 
Bismarck detested English Court influence and 
greatly prejudiced against her, but he has left a striking 
testimony to the favourable impression which her tact 
and gpoa sedse made upon him when he first came into 
contact wi& her. She possessed to a high degree the 
power of choosing the right moment and striku^ the 
true chord, and we appears to have been an excellent 
judge not only of the fWings of large bodies of men, but 
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•fai^oC IhsMiviMhMl clMisoisni of ihotft mtib iriioiit dit 
dMlk Shtt hadfti^of wiitbff wlaeh VMcniiBM^ 
diMMtenrtio aiideiameailjr famiiun^ 
tiw lefttets wbioh were entirely her ovn. Her letteie ci 
eonc^rtnlation, oar qrn^thy, m ttieonragement am paldio 
ooeeekmseearo^eyarnuled in their effect and neToroon* 
tained an inindioions word. The same thing may be md 
ot her many beaatifol letters to those who w«ffe sttflhring 
from some grievons calamity. Whether she was wri^g 
to a great public character like the widow of an American 
President, or expressing her sorrow for obscure sufferers, 
there was the same note of true womanly s^mjmthy, so 
manifestly spontaneous and so manifestly heartfelt, that 
it found its way to the hearts of thousands. The tact 
for which she was so justly celebrated, like all true tact, 
sprang l^ely from character, from the quick and lively 
qrmpathies of an eminently affectionate nature. No one 
could have been less theatrical, or less likely in any 
nnw^hy way to seek for popularity; but she knew 
admirably the occasions or the methods by which she 
could strike the imagination and appeal most favourably 
to the feelings of her people. She showed this in the 
very beginning of her reign when she insisted, in defiance 
of the opinion of the Duke of Wellington, on riding 
herself tmongh the ranks of her troops at her first review. 
She showed it on countless other occasions of her long 
reign — ^pre-eminently in her two Jubilees and in her last 
visit to Ireland. It is well known that this visit was 
entirdy her own idea. To many it seemed rash or even 
positively dangerous. They dwelt upon the bitter dis- 
affection of a great portion of the Irish people, upon the 
danger of mob outrage or even assassinatiim, upon the 
extreme difficulty of preventing a royal visit to Ireland 
from taking a party character and teing regarded as a 
l^y triumph or defeat. But the Queen, as Sir William 
Harcofurt once truly said, ' never feared her pei^le/ and 
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iiottiiiiff ooldd be fiaoie happy iban (he mannegr in edii^ 
^ tviubd hereell of the new tom dven to. lri& fed^ 
1^ ^ q»tondid adiieTements of Ineh soidien in Bontt 
Afrioa, to come over, as if to thank her Irish people in 
pmson, and at (he same time to repair in exizeme old 
am a neglect for which she had limn often, and not 
altog^thw imjostly, blamed. There never indeed was 
a more brilliant and unqualified success. To those who 
witnessed the spontaneous and passionate enthusiasm 
with which she was everywhere greeted, it seemed as if 
all bitter feeling vanished at her presence ; and the Irish 
visit, which Was one of the last, was also one of the 
brightest pages of her reign. The credit of its most 
skilful arrangements belongs chiefly to the officials in 
Dublin, but the Irish people will long remember the 
patient courage with which the aged Queen went through 
its fatigues ; the tactful kindness and the gracious dignity 
with which she won the hearts of multitudes who had 
never before seen her or spoken to her; the evident 
enjoyment with which she responded to the cordiality 
of her reception. One feature of that visit wfis espe- 
cially characteristic. It was the Children’s Review in 
Phoenix Park, where, by the desire of the Queen, some 
fifty thousand children were brought together to meet 
her. No act of kindness could have gone more directly 
home to the hearts of the parents, and it left a memory 
in many young minds that will never be efiaced. 

It is rather, however, by the example of a life than by 
any public acts that a constitutional Sovereign can impress 
her personality on the affections of her people. Of the 
reign of Queen Victoria it may be truly said that ve|7 
few in English history have been so blameless as this, 
which was the longest of all. Her Court was a model of 
quiet dignity and decorum, singularly free from all the 
atmosphere of intrigue and from all suspicion of in- 
judicious or unworthy favouritism. She managed it as 
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she mani^ed hcnr family, with a happy mixtore of tact 
and affectioii ; and though she gave her confidence to 
many she gave it to such persons and in such a way that 
it seemed never to be abused. No domestic life could in 
all its relations have been more perfect, and her love of 
children amounted to a passion. Among the great female 
rulers it would be difficult to find one 1^ like Queen 
Victoria than the Empress Catherine of Bussia, but they 
had this common trait of an intense love of children and 
a great power of winning their affection. There is a 
charming letter of Catherine to Grimm,* describing her 
life among her grandchildren, which might almost have 
been written by the English Queen. Her vast family, 
spread through many countries, was her abiding interest 
and delight, and although she had to pay in full measure 
the natural penalty of many bereavements, she at least 
never knew the dreary loneliness that clouded the last days 
of her great predecessor, Elizabeth. 

In the early years of her reign she folly filled her 
place as the leader of English society. In the plays she 
patronised, in the art she preferred, in the restrictions 
of her Drawing liooms, in the fashions she countenanced, 
in the intimacies she selected or encouraged, her influence 
was always healthy and pore, and for some years it power- 
fully affected the tone of English society. Unfortunately, 
after the great calamity of her widowhood the nerves of the 
Queen seem to have been shaken, and though she never 
intermitted her political duties and smnt daily many 
hours over her correspondence, she allowed her social 
duties to fall too much and too long into abeyance. She 
still, it is true, occasionally appeared in public ceremonies. 
She laid the first stones of several hbspitals and in-* 
firmaries. She presided over the inauguration of 
several great industrial enterprises. She sometimes 
opened Parliament in person, and was sometime present 
at military and navu reviews. But she scarcely ever 
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appeared m London, except for a few days. She never 
appeared in a London theatre. She shrank from great 
crowds and large social gatherings, and buried herself too 
mnch in her Highland home. This is one of the few real 
repro^hes that history is likely to bring against her. 
Her influence on English society was never wholly lost, 
and it was always an influence for good, but for many 
years it was exerted less frequently and less powerfully 
than it should have been, and the tone of large sections of 
society lost something by her retirement. 

It may be doubted, however, whether this long 
retirement really injured her in the minds of her people. 
Her rare occasional appearances had a greater weight, 
and the depth of feeling exhibited by her long widow- 
hood became a new title to respect. The transparent 
simplicity and unselfishness of her character were now 
generally appreciated, and her own books contribute 
greatly to make her people understand her. It is in 
general far from a wise thing for royal personages to 
descend into the arena of literature unless they possess 
some special aptitude for it. They expose themselves to 
a kind of criticism wholly different from that which 
follows them in' their public lives— a criticism more 
minute and often more deliberately malevolent than that 
to which an ordinary writer is subject. The Queen 
wrote pure and excellent English and she had a good 
literary taste, but she certainly could never have become 
a great writer ; and the complete frankness and unreserve 
of her Joumids, as well as their curious homeliness of 
thought and feeling, were not viewed with favour in some 
sections of the fashionable and of the literary world. 
* There were circles in which the word ‘ bourgeois,* and 
there were others in which the word ‘ commonplace,' was 
often pronounced. Yet in this, as on nearly all occasions 
when the Queen acted on her own impulse, she acted 
wisely. Her books had at once an enormous circulation. 
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and Aen oan be no doubt that they conbribnted eeiy 
widely to her popularity. Multitudes to wlumi riM baa 
bMom been little more titian a name, now reaUiedl Hmt 
she wae cne with whom they had vwy much in eo mmoa. 
Her evident longmg for sympathy produced an iimnediats 
resptmse. Her deep domestie imeetion, her ooMtaot 
interest in hmr eervanti^ her ht|d^ Bpmte« hM lose of 
aoBtmy, her love of aninuds, h«r Mwer M taking dsi^^ 
in htm things, appeared vividly m her pages mk owne 
h(»ne to the laigeet daeeee of her people. 

In some reepects the Queen was *00 anunoitily 
democratic Sovere^. While maintaining the d^prily of 
her position, rank and health vrere in her eyes always 
subordinate to the great realities of life and to true 
humui affiecUons. In no one was the touch of Nature 
that makes Uie whole world kin more constantly visible. 
She was never mote in her place than in visiting some 
poor tenant on the morrow of a great bereavement, mr 
uttering words of comfort by the sick bed of some 
bumble dependant. Men of all ranks who came in 
contact with her were struck with her thoughtful 
kindness, and her royal gift of an excellent memory 
nev«r showed itself more frequently thah in the manner 
in which she remembered and inquired after the fortunes 
and happiness of obscure persons related to those with 
whom she spoke. 

Her religions opinions were brought very little before 
the public. Beyond a deep sense of Providential 
guidance tmd of the comforting power of religion, little 
IS to be gathered from her published utterances ; but she 
seemed ^nally at home in the Scotch I^resbylK^n and 
the Anglican Episcopal Church, and her mailed admira- 
tion for such men as Dean Stanley and Norman Macleod, 
and for- the preaching of Frincipiu Caird, gives some clue 
to the bias of her opmions. Her mind was not specula- 
tive but eminently practical, and while she patconised 
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gO(^ works of the most vaxioiu kinds, there is reason to 
belike that those which most appealed to her personal 
fadings were those which directly contributed to aUeviate 
the sofietinss, or promote the material welfare, d die 
po^ She aevoted the m^ater part of her Jnbilee present 
to institations for pconding nurses f(» the sick poor» and 
diis ia said to have been hne of the charities in traiidi she 
todt the Warmest and most constant interest. 


She is said not to have had any sympathy with the 
notmnent for the eztennon ot political powor to women, 
which becanie>so ccmspicnoas in her reign ; but her own 
sncceas in dUing for sixty-three years the hi^^iest 
political position in the nation will always be quoted 
in its support. Ckmsidering, indeed, how comparatively 
wnnU has ^n the number of reigning female Sovereigns, 
it is remarkable how many in modem times have shom 
^emselves pre-eminently capable. Isabella of Spain, 
Catherine of Bnssia, Maria Theresa of Austria, and our 
own Elisabeth, all rise far above the level of ordinary 
Sovereigns. Some of these seem figures of a larger and 
stronger mould than Queen Victoria, but they governed 
under very different constitutional conditions, and, with 
one exception, there ate serious blots on their memory. 
There are few sadder facts in history than that the pure 
and tender-hearted Spanish Queen should have been 
deeply tinged with the persecuting fanaticism of her 
and country; that she should have consented to the 
establishment of the Inquisition in Castile, to the 
expnli^n of the Moors from her dominions, to the first 
law in Enrc^ establishing a practical censorship of 
the Press. The nnscrapulons ambition, the shameleas 
favouritism, thb gross personal vices of Catherine, are as 
conspicttOUB as her high intelligence, her indomitable 
will, her majestic commanding power, The reign of 
Bliaabeth is perhaps the most glorious in Englidi 
history, but the charactor of that great Queen is 
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lamentably tarnished waywardness and caprice. 
Among purely constitutional Sovereigns Queen Anne 
bolds a respectable, though certainly not a brilliant, 
pla<», and it may be added that much of the merit of the 
very constitutional though not very glorious reign of 
George II. is due to the excellent sense and judgment of 
Queen Caroline. In spite of the saying of Burke, the age 
of chivalry is not wholly dead. The sex of Queen 
Victoria no doubt gave an additional touch of warmth to 
the loyalty of her people, and many of the qualities that 
made her most popular are intensely, if not distinctively, 
feminine. They would not, however, have given her the 
place she will always hold in English history, if they had 
not been united with what men are accustomed to regard 
as more particularly masculine — a clear, welLbalanced 
mind, singularly free from fanaticisms and exaggerations, 
excellently fitted to estimate rightly the true proportion 
of things. 

In the last years of her reign the political horizon 
greatly cleared. Lord Beaconsfield, during his later 
Ministries, obtained not only her fullest political con- 
fidence, but also won a warmer degree of personal friend- 
ship than she had bestowed on any Minister since the 
death of Lord Melbourne ; and her relations with his 
successor. Lord Salisbury, appear to have been perfectly 
harmonious. The decisive rejection by the country of 
the Home Rule policy removed a great incubus from her 
mind, and she was fully in harmony with the strong 
Imperialist sentiments which now began to prevail in 
English thought, and especially with the warmer feeling 
towards our distant colonies which was one of its chief 
characteristics. Her own popularity alsb rapidly grew. 
She had keenly felt and bitterly resented the reproaches 
which had at one period been frequently brought aranst 
her for her neglect of social and ceremonial unties 
during many years of her widowhood. Her censors, she 
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maintained, made no allowance for her loneliness, her 
advancing years, her feeble health, the overwhelm^ 
and incessant pressure of her more serious political duties. 
But her two Jubilees, bringing her once more into close 
touch with her people, put an end to these reproaches. 
The Queen found with pleasure and perhaps with surprise 
how capable she still was of performing great public 
functions, and the vast outburst of spontaneous loyalty 
and affection of which she became the object gave her 
deep and unconcealed pleasure. To those, however, who 
were closely in •connection with her it was touching to 
observe the gitMsious and unaffected modesty with which 
she received the homage of her subjects. Flattery was 
one of the things she disliked the most, and all who knew 
her best were struck with the singularly modest view she 
always took of herself. But blending with this modesty, 
and even with a shyness which she never wholly con* 
quered, was the craving of a deeply affectionate and 
womanly nature for sympathy, and this craving was now 
abundantly gratified. 

Still, with all this there was much that was melancholy 
in her later days. She had survived nearly all the in* 
timacies of her youth. Death had made— especially in 
very recent times — many gaps in the circle of those who 
were nearest to her, and several of her children and of her 
children’s husbands had preceded her to the tomb. Her 
sight ^d greatly failed. She was bowed dovra by physical 
infirmity, and her last year was saddened by a long, san* 
gninary, and inglorious war. Yet almost to the very end 
she continued with unabated courage to fulfil her daily 
task, and there was no sign that she had lost anything of 
her quick sympathy and her admirable judgment and tact. 
Her life was a most harmonious whole in which mind and 
character were happily attuned. 

Like perfect mniio set to noUe words. 



OLD-AGE PENSIONS 


Thbbb are many signs that the question of old-a^e 
pensions is destined to assume a great prominesoe m 
England ; although it is probable that the large incnase 
of national expenditure which is certain to follow Uie 
unhappy war in South Africa may, for some time, 
postpone actual legislation on the subject. The genera- 
tion has passed away which witnessed the enormous 
abuses of Poor Law relief that existed, under the old 
English Poor Law, before 1884, and the rapid diminution 
of pauperism that was effected by the sterner administra- 
tion introduced in that year. 

The principles of poor-law relief which were then 
recognisM by the best minds in England have been 
somewhat forgotten. These principles were that, while 
in England provision is made for tho support of tdl who 
are a^lntefy destitute, it is of the utmost importance 
that oh the whole the condition of tbe>panper should be 
a less eligible one than that of an independent labourer ; 
that nothing should be done that could diminish habits 
of thrift, forethought, and steady industry among the 
poor; nothing that could weaken their sense ox the 
necessity of providing for their latter days, or of their 
duty of supporting, when they have the means, tbeix 
aged parents and relations. In accordance with these 
principles it was laid down that outdoor relief should 
M either absolutely refused to the able-bodied or only 
granted xmder most exceptional circumstances ; ^t the 
workhouse test, with its stringent, deterrent discipline, 
should be steadily maintained ; that relaxations and special 
favours granted out of public funds should be limitM, at 
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far as possible, to cases of special calamity which it was 
impoBsiole for any prudence or foresight 'to have avert^. 

It would certainly be a great exaggeration to say tnat 
these principles have disappeared. Indeed, the robust, 
independent, self-respecting character which it was the 
object of the Manchester School to encourage is 
abundantly displayed in the gigantic Friendly and 
other working-cla^ Co-operative Societies which have so 
largely increased in England during the last half-century. 
Two of these Friendly Societies — the Manchester Unity 
and the Foresters — have each of them more than seven 
hundred thbusand members on their roll. At the same 
time, it is equally certain that in many quarters a dif- 
ferent, and, in my opinion, very dangerous, spirit prevails. 
In England as elsewhere there is an increased tendency 
to aggrandise the functions of the State and to look 
to State aid or State control rather than individual or 
co-operative effort as the remedy of every evil. Social 
questions have assumed a greater prominence in politics ; 
and, with the lowering of the franchise, the vague State 
Socialism, which, in different degrees, pervades most 
working-class politics, has given a bias to both parties in 
the State. It has become prominent in every election 
and has produced many rash pledges. 

The close connection between taxation and repre- 
sentation, which was once considered the cardinal prin- 
ciple of English Liberalism, has, in a marked degree, 
diminished, both in Imperial and local taxation. It used 
to be contended that those who chiefly paid ^ould 
chiefly regulate, and that taxation should be as much as 
possible the voluntary grant of the taxpayers, restricted 
to their comffion purposes. But in many quarters a 
different belief has grown up. It is held that in the 
hands of a democracy taxation should be made the means 
of recessing the inequalities of fortune, ability, or 
industry; the preponderant class voting and spending 
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moMf wlttob moUmt diw tra ofefigid lo Mgr. Thi 
inoonuKtu is so scniiigi^ felisl « Isigo taaijimiy ol ^ 
fokm sue exempt from its burden ; n bigh» gxsdtuied 
system <d dei^ dnt^ is now neuly tbe most pnunment 
of our Impcarkl taxes; and the IkksU Ofovenuneiit Aot 
of 1894 has placed local taxation on the most demoomiic 
basis. The latter has given the power of votii^ rates to 
many who do not pay them; and. by abolttfttng ^ 
nominated, or ex-officio, guardians, and the plund voting 
of the liHtger ratepayers, it has almost destroyed the 
influence of property on local taxation. • 

At the same time the doctrine ha.<) arisen^ and is now 
sedulously propagated in England, that the Htate ought 
to undertake to provide at the public expense for all old 
persons, or at least for ail deserving old persons, who 
have not succeeded in obtaining a sufficient livelihood for 
themselves ; that this provision should not be regarded as 
an eleemosynary grant, but as a positive right ; and that, 
in order to free it from the toint of pauperism, and take 
away from the recipient all reluctance to receive it, a new 
fund should be created, entirely distinct from poor-law 
relief, and administered by some other tribunal than 
the poor-law guardians. 

The claim has been supported on another ground. The 
immense improvement of the material condition of the 
English working classes during the last half-century is 
beyond all question ; but it is much more evident among 
the young and the strong than among the old. The 
intense competition of modem industry, stimulated to the 
highest point by tree trade, by the factory system, and by 
the vast development of machinery, has expelled the old 
and feeble from some of its most impqrttot fields; and 
the influence of trade-unions in. enforcing, in each trade 
which th^ cui control, a uniform and minimnm w^e, 
has obliged the employer to employ only the most effici^t 
labour. 
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The old man who coaid mice eu^yr ohtein e 
work at low wa^ now finds it much moia diffieolt; fttd 
the recent legimtion compelling the employer to com- 
prasate his workmen for all accidents that wee place in 
his mnployment, even when those accidents ate in no 
degiw one to any negligence on his own part or on that 
of his servants, has acted in the same direction. Snoh 
serions obligations have been thrown on the employer in 
the more dangerous trades, that he is obliged in self- 
defence to restrict himself to the workmen who are least 
liable to accidents; and they are naturally those whose 
strength, activity, and eyesight are at their best. Among 
the recipients of poor-law relief the proportion of men 
over sixty-five is enormously great ; and some fignres 
which, in 1893, were brought before the Commission on 
the Aged Poor, made a great impression on the country. 
It was stated that in a single year 29'3 of the whole 
population over sixty-five were in receipt of poor-law relief 
m England and Wales ; and assuming that a third part 
of these old persons belonged to the well-to-do, it was 
ealculated that not much less than three in seven must 
fall into the ranks of pauperism. 

There has been much controversy about the accuracy 
of this statement ; and, even if it be admitted, a good deal 
has been said to attenuate its force. In the poor-law 
system as it was reformed in 1834, it was a first principle 
that the workhouse, with its painful and degradmg 
associations, was to 1^ the chief form of poor-law relief, 
and that outdoor relief should only be granted on ex- 
ceptional occasions and on stringent conditions. This 
provision has been gradually relaxed. Outdoor relief, 
which, in the eyes of the poor, carries with it very little 
of the discredit and dislike that gathers round the work- 
house, is now by far the larger part of poor-law relief ; 
and in many districts it is administered with great laxity. 

It has lieen proved by the clearest evidence that ue 
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fantniaiie atilonlty tA tb» atfdi (laaatv^ 
in receipt of poor-law xelia onty receive it m tlie ioim 
oDtdoor xelief, omy i» tiM fonu of uedieel 

relief, and tb^ if they go to the workhonee it it <»iiy 
when their peonliar circumstanoes make it deauaMe ftnr 
them to do so. WheieTer a more atiingent iqwtem of 
relief is imposed, pauperism invariably and rajj^dly de> 
creases; and Mr. JLoch, the Secretary of the Chaiify 
Organimtion Society, has collected mnch evidence to 
show that, on the whole, old>age panperism is diminish* 
ing, though it has not been diminishing at the same rate 
as panperism under the age of sixty. The administration 
of the workhouses has also greatly improved ; and the 
poor-law infirmaries are becoming hospitals which are 
largely resorted to in time of sickness by many who 
might easily avoid them. On the whole, old-age desti- 
tution is, and must be, a grave question for philan- 
thropists; but there has been great exaggeration about 
its magnitude and its hard^ips. 

The expediency of devising a new and better method 
of providing for the destitute aged poor of deserving 
character has long been smouldering obscurely in English 
politics; but it cmtained a real importance for the first 
time when a very strong Royal Commission, under the 
presidency of Lord Aberdare, was appointed, at the be- 
ginning of 1893, to inquire into the question. After long 
and careful inquiry, and after hearing a great multitude 
of witnesses, this Commission reported in the spring of 
1895. The majority of the members, while recommend- 
ing various reforms in the administration of the poor- 
law, reported decisively against any sys^m of old-age 
pensions, either in the form of endowment or assisted 
assurance, as likely to do more harm than good; but 
a minority, which derived special importance from the 

E nce of Mr. Chamberlain, refused to accept this 
ion as final, and urged that the question should be 
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to ft ftiDftUer body of ei»ert«. ^ ihe idoel^’ 
iraiditookofatee in 1896 tiie question isppeaitedfreqadi^ 
upon the pliitfimn, wd many memben on both sideB of 
politios plMged themselves on the subjeet. 

The weight which is always attached to the speeches 
of Mr. Chamberlain gave a great impulse to the move- 
ment. Hb never countenance the idea of universal old- 
age pennons, which was already advocated by many; 
but he strongly maintained that special provision, ap^ 
from the poor-law and in the shape of pensions, might, 
and ought to, be made for the old and deserving poor ; he 
expressed his belief that such a measure ' would do more 
than anything else to secure the happiness of the working 
classes ’ ; and he suggested as the most feasible scheme 
that ‘ whenever a man acquires for himself in a Friendly 
Society or any other society a pension of 2s. 6d. a week 
the State should come in and double that pension.’ Mr. 
Chamberlain, however, did not insist on this precise 
proposal ; but he gave the question a great prominence ; 
and among politicians on both sides there was a manifest 
tendency to make party capital out of it. 

A purely non-party Committee, presided over by Lord 
Bothschild, and consisting mainly of distinguished 
financial authorities connected with the permanent Civil 
Service, and therefore removed from active politics, was 
appoint in 1896, in accordance with the recommendation 
of the Aberdare Commission, to inquire especially into 
the question of old-age pensions; and it reported in a 
document of conspicuous ability. It was unanimous in 
condemning as impracticable or dangerous all the schemes 
for such pensions that were brought before it ; and it 
fully con&rmdd the views of the preceding C ommis si o n. 
The report, and the evidence on which it is baaed, clearly 
show the ways in which measures intended for the benefit 
of the worlang class may prove in the highest degree 
injurious to them. 
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U<l»eiiiaikro(MUdl)i»TOlMeii^d^^ bypaiii w ii wi * 
ing, Ihn nmrt might have been gmnatly •ooepted tk 
4aoiiive. Irat meayof the eupporten of tiie GormetuBeirt 
had at the deetioo made spe^es in hikvoiur <rf oU«age 
pensions. Oneof its most powerfnl membmn had thrown 
his weic^t into the scale. The idea had taken hold of 
mat sections of the working classes. The trade>anioni^ 
tiiai see in increasing old<age poverty the chief drawback 
to their policy of enforcing in each trade a uniform and 
minimnm wage, were naturally delighteil that the State 
s^ald undertake, out of public funds, to semove their 
difficolty. A ntunber of Bills dealing with the question 
had been introduced into the House of Commons by 
private members ; and the reluctance of the Govem> 
ment to take it up had become a favourito form of 
party attack. The Government acted as perhaps most 
Governments, under the circumstances, would have done. 
While refusing to give any pledge, and repudiating any 
sympathy with the idea of universal pensions, and insisting 
that an encouragement of thrift should be an essential 
condition of any old<agc pension scheme, they refused to 
admit that a false departure had been made; and they 
appointed a new Committee — of which the writer of these 
lines was a member — to report upon the best means of im- 


proving the condition of the aged deserving poor, and upon 
the feasibility of dealing with their case by old-age pensions. 

Mr. Chaplin, the President of the Local Government 
Board, an experienced and very popular member of the 
Cabinet, presided over the Committ^ ; and the fact that 
he drew up the report of the majority gave that report 
its chief political importance. The Committee consisted 


largely of members who had already committed them- 
selves deeply in favour of old-age pensions ; and it will 
hardly be disputed in England that it carried with it 
much less financial and political weight than its pre- 
decessors; and that the majority report— which was 
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mtmi by 0 (o more remarkable for iiie faddnem oi 
its reec mmen datione than for the cogency of ite reaemdii^ 
It comj^letely, and almoet contemptnon^, discarded ilie 
oonohiBions of the majority of the Aberdare Commiesion, 
and ^e nnanimons opinion of the Bothschild Committee; 
and it recommended that old-age pensions, derived in 
part from Imperial and in part firom local sonroes, and 
varying from 5«. to 7«. a week, should be granted to all the 
deserving poor who had attained the age of sixty-five and 
whose incomes did not exceed 10s. a week. It proposed 
that these pensions should be granted by committees esta- 
blished in *evei 7 poor-law union and elected by the poor- 
law guardians ; that they should be revised every three 
years ; and that they should be distributed through the 
agency of the post-office. 

On the great difficulties that seemed so formidable to 
its predecessors it touched very lightly. How many of 
the poor were likely under the proposed system to 
become pensioners, and what burden of tsaation was 
likely to be thrown on the State, were questions 
that were pot aside as irrelevant to the inquiry. To 
meet the enormous difficulty of deciding upon the 
real merits, and of investigating the real circumstances, 
of the great masses of independent and industrious 
labourers who live in the manufacturing towns, or are 
constantly moving from one great centre of population 
to another, and circulating in quest of work through the 
whole extent of the Empire, it was suggested that the 
relief be confined to those who were resident in a single 
locality; and it was pointed out that a number of charities, 
endowed out of old legacies or donations, and applying 
to particulaf classes or districts, had come to be admi- 
nistered by the Charity Commissioners, and that in this 
restricted field they had been able to conv^ a large part 
of the income at their disposal from doles into permanent 
pensions. 
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lltelMit tesi and ^ diMaoter 

infflUBBK impowilileioasIddMkoii* 

nludbeioiy bans, wero defined on the looaeat linee. The 
pensioner most ztoi, doting tike preoedtng twenty ye«a« 
nave been sentenced to penal servitode or impisoninsat 
without the option of a fine; he must not, during tiie 
same pedod of time, have bW in receipt of poor>law 
rdief * other than medical relief or unless under circum* 
stances of a wholly exceptional character ’ ; and he must 
have * endeavoured to the best of his ability, by bis 
industry and by the exercise of reasonable .providence, 
to make provision for himself and those immediately 
dependent on him.’ 

The extreme vagueness and the extreme elasticity of 
such provisions are sufficiently manifest ; and it is difficult 
to see how they can give any real assistance in practical 
legislation ; while they leave the door open to the largest 
and most lavish expenditure. 1 have endeavoured in a 
minority report to deal with these questions at somewhat 
greater length than my present space will admit ; but a few 
pages may suffice to give an outline of the case of those who 
believe the new policy to be both mistaken and dangerous. 

Nothing is more certain or more cheering m the 
condition of modern England than the extraordinary 
diminution that has taken place, during the present 
generation, in pauperism. It began with the reform of 
ihe poor law in 1834 ; and although it has been found 
possible to relax greatly the stringency of the poor-law 
r^ulations that were then made, it has steadily continued. 
Much of this is due to the increase in the rate of wages 
which has taken place in most departments of English 
industry; and which has been accompraied by a great 
decrease in the cost of most of the chief necessaries of 
life, as well as by a considerable redaction in the honrs of 
work. Sir Bobi^ Giffen, in the very remarkable paper 
which he published, in 1883, on the condition of the 


OJU»^OE FEK8l<»fB : 

woddag obuMeB in Eng^d dniii^ the piwcediiig fifty 
hu shown dial in ev^ class of wwk in which » 
18 poi^le tomske a comparison tiie wages of the lahonieE 
^ve in these fif^ years risen at least 20 per cent., and 
in ihost casM between 50 and 100 per cent. ; and he has 
clearly demonstrated that no other section of the eom> 
mnnity has obtained so large a proportion of the increase 
of the national wealth, and improved in so great a degree 
in material prosperity. 

Bat the mere increase of wages is but one element of 
this improvement. The very mainspring of the prosperity 
of the great masses of the British working classes is to be 
found in their increased sobriety, and in the habits of 
thrift and providence that have followed the spread of 
education.. The statistics of the Friendly Societies, the 
Industrial and Provident Societies, the Building Societies, 
the savings-banks, and of countless other institutions, 
created by voluntary working-class effort for the purpose 
of insuring against sickness or death, and providing 
working-class investments, attest in the clearest manner 
the rapid growth of provident and thrifty habits t^ong 
the wage-earning classes. In no other respect is the 
improvement of the nation so marked and so indisputable 
and no element in the national character is more im- 
portant to its prosperity and to its enduring greatness. 
In the evidence that was brought before our Committee, 
it was shown that since 1849 the pauperism of Great 
Britain had been reduced from 62‘7 per 1,000 to 26*2 per 
1,000, if lunatics- and vagrants are included, to 22*8 per 
1,000, if lunatics and vagrants are excluded. 

The first, and most vital, condition of any sound 
legislation for the relief of poverty is that it should not 
impair these industrial qualities, or weaken these vast 
voluntary organisations of self-help which are ^eir result. 
Can it be said that the old-age pension policy is com- 
patible with this condition ? 
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- It fMMtti id Q]^( in nation to Ihe «x»rttn|r i^nMiiiii 
ot • MW Im nanrantnif io 

pcranAi • ftMt and dtnam Irom oompnlaovy toxalioti lot 
^ Bonoae of aabodtaing nmplo povarty ; a to 
whkui it is to be rather oreditable than oitonTwise to 
resort; a fond which is intended to deal, not with 
«oeptional calamit^jr, but with that which i^ngs bom 
toe mere ^nz of time, and which is, beyqfDO all others, 
the most normal and most easily foreseen. It proposes 
to teach the whole working population to look to tho 
Btate, and not to themselves, for the provision for their old 
age, and for the old age of those who might be dependent 
on them, and thus to destroy the moat powerful of all 
motives to thrift — ^the very mainspring of productive and 
self-sacrificing industry. And it proposes to do this at 
a time when wages are higher than they have ever been 
before; when voluntary societies for securing the poor 
from want are flourishing and increasing as they have 
never done before ; when the rapid decline of pauperism 
is one of the most marked and most universally recognised 
signs of national improvement. Can it be seriously 
believed that the addition of many millions a year to the 
State funds directly employed in the relief of poverty 
will, in the long run, tend to diminish pauperism or to 
encourage self-reliance and thrift? 

Mr. Chamberlain and the other more considerable 
advocates of old-age pensions clearly see that if such 
pensions are to be of real value they must discriminate 
between toe dMerving and the tmdeserving ; and they 
believe that they may have the effect of stimulating, 
instead of weakening, thrift. For this purpose several 
schemes have been devised. * 

The most popular Continental method of achieving 
this end is by a law obliging the working man in early 
life to insure against old s^e, and by supplementing the 
income derived from this insurance by a State subsidy. 
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Ibi wl^ tliu i^rstem is Aetn8% cimmnI 

til* oId^^fe peoibn i» denved £co(a tiirae goni o e t—' yig. 
empali(»7 itumnuQoe by the worken, compal «»7 e<m« 
teibvlion the employer, and a State snbindy. Com* 
ralsoiy insozance found for many years a powerfol 
£ngUw 'advocate in Canon Blackley ; and it has been 
recommended by a recent inquiry in Holland, which, 
however, - refpseid to propose any system of old-age 
pensions. According to the best accounts, the German 
8]rBtem has been far from successful either economically 
or politically^ and it has certainly not prevmted 
Socialism frdin becoming one of the great dangers of the 
State. Into this question, however, it is needless to 
enter, as it is now universally admitted in England that 
compulsory insurance for old age is an impossibility ; for 
it would certainly be repudiated by the working classes. 

A large group of proposals are to the effect that old- 
age pensions should be granted to all p<mr persons over 
the age of sixty-hve whose total income is less than 10s. 
a week, provided that a certain portion of that income 
consists of a fixed annuity acquired by their own industry 
and thrift. It is urged that in most of the great branches 
of industry a deserving man in his earlier and stronger 
years could easily earn such an annuity ; and it is suggested 
that the State should double it, or add to it sufficient to 
i ntiltA it up to 10s. a week, or supplement it by a fixed 
grant of 2«. 6d., or 6s., or even 7s. a week. 

The objections to such schemes are very serious. It 
is obvious that if they encourage a workman to save up 
to the amount required to secure a pension, they would 
have a directly opposite effect as soon as that amount had 
been attained.* The first result of any addition to his 
income would then be to disqualify him' for a pension. 
It is also obvious that the pensioner of sixty-five would 
have a strong inducement to abstain from we work h^ 
could easily do, and that if he continued to do it he 
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would compete on exceptionally favourable terms with the 
workman who, though he had passed the prime of life, 
was not yet entitled to a pension, restricting his means of 
employment and beating doMm his wages. Many of the 
most necessitons and deserving poor would also be left 
unrelieved. 

Although it is true that in the more flourishing trades 
men could easily in early life save out ofi their wages 
a sufficient sum to acquire this annuity, there are large 
fields of industi7 in which such a saving would be almost 
or absolutely impossible. We have had melancholy 
evidence of how utterly insufficient most forms of 
women’s wages are to provide the needed margin. The 
same thing is tnie of the agricultural labourer in the 
more depressed districts in England and in large tracts of 
Ireland and Scotland. Even in the more remunerative 
employments innumerable special circumstan^ would 
prevent a thrifty and deserving man from obtaining this 
annuity. Certamly no one is more deserving of com- 
passion and State aid than the widow and young orphws 
of a working man ; but the scheme we are considering 
would not only not help them, but would most, seriously 
injure them. It is a direct incentive to the workman to 
sink his savings in an annuity which would terminate 
with his own life. 

The whole policy, indeed, of attempting to turn all 
working-class savings into this one channel is a false 
one ; and it has been shown that no kind of saving is in 
fact less popular among working men than the purchase 
of a deferred annuity. I may here be allowed to quote a 
few lines from my own report : 

*lh the infinitely various conditions of a working- 
man’s life thrift will take many ^oims, and an attempt to 
proscribe a single form is eminently injudicious. The 
whole life-plan of a fiirmer whose farm will r^ain with 
him to the end will be ffiflsrent from that of an artisan or 
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a domestic servant whose power of earning a livelihood 
depends entirely upon his physical strength. The former 
will probably find it most profitable to expend his savings 
on the improvement of his farm. Where the system of 
peasant proprietorship prevails most agricultural thrift is 
directed to the purchase and enlargement of farms. In 
Ireland it is largely directed to the purchase of tenant 
right, or to gaming the younger members of the family 
to emigrate. 

*Nor is it true that even the artisan will find the 
purchase of an annuity the best thing to be aimed at. 
To boy a bouse or some furniture; to start a small 
business ; to expend his savings in tiding over periods of 
slack or failing work ; to avail himself of the advantage 
which some fluctuation in the market gives to the man 
who can transport himself promptly to a new locality or 
a new business is often far more to his advantage. 
Above all, money expended in settling his family is often 
his best policy as well as the course which is most 
beneficial to the community. At present a large propor- 
tion of working men look forward to their children to 
help them in their old age, and make it a main object of 
their lives to place them in a position to do so. It does 
not seem to me a wise thing for the State either to 
emancipate children from this duty or to induce every 
married working man to sink his savings in an annuity 
which will end with his life and from which his widow 
and children can derive no benefit. It is certainly not 
for the advantage of the county that in selecting 
between alternative ways of providing for old age he 
should be induced to choose that which throws the 
greatest burddh on the State. With the vast increase 
of population, with the great fluctuations of modem 
industry, and with the rapid development of the colonies, 
it is extremely desirable both in the interest of the 
working men and of the State that they should be 
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indnoed to transfer themselves from eongosted towns and 
from exhausted indnstiies to new fimds. A genera] 
penston Systran would certainly oontribnte most ^wer> 
lolly to prevraat them from doing so/ 

It has been ptojposed by others that the pension fond 
dionld be plat^ in the hands of Friendly or Benefit 
Stioiet^ and that they should be intrusted with its 
administration, or that snbsoription to snot sooielies for 
a certain number of years should be taken by the Sti^ 
as the thrift test. On the first proposal it is sufficient 
to say, that these great voluntary societies are themselves 
oppc«^ to it ; for if they were directly subudised by the 
State, they would be obliged to submit to a State control 
of tbeir management and their finances which they do 
not desire. It is observed that only a very small pro- 
portion of the subscribers to these societies ever find 
it necessary to come upon the poor rates ; and il a system 
of old-age pensions were confined to these limits, it would 
act in the most unequal manner. Their •menabers are 
drawn in a far larger proportion from the lucrative and 
flourishing trades than from those which are struggling 
and underpaid. Few women belong to them. ’In 
Ireland, which is the poorest part of the Bmpire, Friendly 
Societies scarcely exist ; and the same thing is true 
of large districts in Wales and Scotland. The main 
result of such proposals would be to concentrate the 
new State fund for the relief of poverty on the richest 
parts of the Empire, and on the trades that need it the 
least. 

The extreme difficulty of finding any efficient test 
of thrift is very evident ; and those proposed by a large 
number of the advocates of old-age pensions are so easy 
as to be almost worthless. Some consider it sufficient 
that a man has for a certain number of years not been in 
receipt of poor-law relief, except medical relief or relief 
granted unW ‘ exceptional circumstances.’ Others would 
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accept the mere f^t that a man has lived to be sixty-five, 
as the dranken and disrmntable workman seldom lives so 
long. A large nnmber of resolutions have condemned Mr. 
Chaplin’s report on the grounds that old-age pmdmis 
ought not to be confined to the 'desonring’ poor; lhat 
they ought to b^in at an earlier age than sixty-five; (hat 
they ought to be administered by a body totally uncon- 
nected yrithtl* poor law, so as to carry with them no taint 
of jMuperism ^r eleemosynary relief. They ought, it is 
said, to be universal ; to be looked on as a matter of strict 
right ; to be considered as of the same nature as the 
pension given to the soldier or the Civil Servant. 

It is obvious that all this may carry us very far. It 
is estimated that some of the most popular proposals 
would involve an annual expenditure of considerably more 
than twenty millions of pounds — making allowance for 
the saiddi^hat might be effected in the ordinary poor-law 
relief, but not counting the cost of sdministraoon. And 
this expe ndi ture would be a growing one; and once 
accepted it could hardly be withdrawn. The vast addition 
to the national debt that might follow a great European 
war or the great shrinkage of the national income that 
might easily foUow some revolution in trade or manu- 
facture, might render the burden of taxation incom- 
parably more serious than at present ; but once the 
great mass of the population bad learned to regard 
State support in old age as their normal prospect and 
their inalienable right, it would be impossible, with- 
out producing a social revolution, to recede. All the 
advantages gained by generations of economical ad- 
ministration of the national finance would be nullified ; 
while the certain result of this crushing addition to 
taxation would be to weaken incalculably the spirit of 
thrift, providence, and self-reliance, and at the same time 
to lower wages, by removing <me of the great considera- 
tions by which they are regulated. And this reduction 
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dE wages would fall not only on the redpient of the 
penmen, but also on mnltitodes who wonld never live 
to attain it. Nothing can be more certain than 
that a general system of pensions attached to the 
labour of the wage-earner must lowor wages, at least 
among all those who are approachinj^ the pension age ; 
while it would prevent or retard their natural increase 
over a far wider area. i 

It would also most certainly bring witl^it the gravest 
danger of corruption. It would not be easy to secure 
the pure and the impartial administfatioK of these vast 
fuiids ; but the political dangers would be much more 
serious. It is proposed that the pension system should 
be first introduced on a small scale, but gradually ex- 
tended till it included all the aged poor, or at least all who 
were deserving. Such a question would infallibly pass 
into the competitions of party warfare. It wduiU become 
in most constituencies one of the most prominent of 
electioneering tests, Bival candidates MConJd, be com- 
peting for the votes of a wage-earning electorate who 
had a direct pecuniary interest in increasing or extending 
pensions and in relaxing the conditions on which they 
are given. Can it be doubted that in many cases their 
first object would be to outbid one another, and that 
national and party politics would soon be forced into a 
demoralising race of extravagance ? 

I cannot conclude without protesting against the 
supposition that those who think with me are in- 
different to the great evil of old-age destitution and 
propose nothing for its relief. The committees which 
have^ most clearly pointed out the dangers of old-age 
pensions have also urged, that within the lines of our 

E resent poor-law system it is quite possible to do much, 
y an improved classification, to distinguish among the 
recipients of poor-law relief between the respectable and 
the worthless. Much has already been done, and in the 
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most important nnions the ^pwEdians have introdoeed 
a large amount of classification by merit. As I have 
already said, the immense majority of the respectable 
aged poor are now relieved only in their own homes or 
in comfortable infirmaries. The severe test of ateolute 
destitution has in practice been greatly relaxed ; there is 
a legal provision preventing those who are receiving help 
from Friendly Societies from being disqualified for relief ; 
husbands and wives are no longer separated in the work- 
house; and in some unions of which we had evidence 
much more « has abeen done. This, however, depends too 
much on the will of particular Boards of Guardians, and 
there a,re in consequence great inequalities of treatment. 
The condition of the deserving poor may be greatly 
improved by relaxation in points of hours, discipline, 
and visitors, and by workhouse arrangements securing 
mor^^niversally that paupers who have lived respect- 
able lives should not be obliged to noix with the 
drun ken, the disreputable, and the hopelessly idle. And, 
though ^tensions of outdoor relief should be carefully 
watched, and entail great dangers, yet under wise and 
^strict administration something more may be done in 
this direction. 

But all this should be regarded as essentially poor-law 
relief, and not as the recognition of a claim of right for 
services supposed to have been rendered to the com- 
munity. No form of State Socialism is more dangerous 
than the doctrine which has been countenanced by 
Prince Bismarck, and which is making many disciples in 
England — namely, that an industrious man, who has 
pursued his course in life with perfect independence, 
made his owi) contracts, chosen his own work, and bera 
paid for it by stipulated wages, is entitled, if he fails in 
obtaining a sufficiency for his old age, to be placed as 
a ‘ soldier of industry ’ in the same category as State 
servants, and to receive like them, not on the ground of 

o 
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cmpMsion, but of right, a State penrion dcaws. feom 
taxation of the community. There is no real ani^gy 
between the relief that is very properly granted tt> snch 
workm«a in their destitution, and the pensions — lai^ly 
of the nature of deferred pay — that are given by the State 
or by private employers, under the terms of distinct con- 
tracts, and for specific services duly rendered, to thos<) 
who have entered into their emplo}rment fand placed 
themselves under their control. 
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